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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  25,  2005  and  December  9,  2005  Regular 
Urban  Forest  Council  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  October 
25,  2005  Regular  Meeting  and  December  9,  2005  Regular  Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION  AND  ACTION:  Proposed  Amendment  to  Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws 
Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5:  Meetings.  The  Council  will  discuss  and  vote  to  change 
its  meeting  schedule.  Any  change  would  begin  February  2006.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws  as  Adopted  on  July  22,  2005,  Bylaws  Change  Notice,  and 
Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-01-UFC  Amend  Bylaws) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

5.  DISCUSSION  AND  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Council 
members  will  discuss  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance. 
Members  may  vote  on  a  resolution  in  regard  to  the  proposed  ordinance.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Landmark  Legislative  Digest.doc,  File  R-2006-02  UFC  Landmark  Tree 
Ordinance  Revisions.doc,  Landmark  Ordinance  12.1 9.05.doc  and  Planning  Committee 
Recommendations.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

6.  INFORMATION  AND  DISCUSSION:  Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Members  will 
receive  the  final  draft  of  the  Comprehensive  Plan  written  by  Jim  Clark  and  discuss 
subsequent  actions  and  steps  for  the  Plan.  (Explanatory  document:  Comprehensive 
Plan  Jan06.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

7.  INFORMATION:  Public  Notice  of  2006  Subscription  and  Renewal  of  Urban  Forest 
Council  and  Committee  Notices  and  Agendas  (Explanatory  Document:  Subscription 
Request  Form  (Word)). 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forest  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forest 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  24,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

3  1223  07805  2272 


•    Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forest  Council. 

11.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forest  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 


Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's 
webpage:  www.sfenvironinent.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  IVI0nica.Fish@Sfg0v.0r2  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 
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AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


^  Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws  as  Adopted  on  July  22,  2005 


Bylaws  Change  Notice  for  January  13,  2006  Meeting 


El  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-01  UFC  Amend  Bylaws 


□ 
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□ 
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^This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 
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NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  JANUARY  13,  2006 


This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forest  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting. 

The  following  provision  in  Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5  Meetings  of  the  Bylaws  is  proposed  for 
amendment  as  follows: 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  second  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April, 
June  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  August  2005.  No  regular  meetings 
will  be  scheduled  for  August  and  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  website. 

The  following  schedule  will  be  considered  at  the  January  13,  2006  meeting. 


Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September 
and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in 
February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February 
2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the 
Department  of  Environment's  website 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  on  December  21,  2005. 


Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary 
Posted:  December  21,  2005* 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 
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FILE  NO.  R-2006-01-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO. 

January  13,  2006 


1      [Amendment  of  Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  change  the  Council's  regular  meeting 

4  schedule. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  change  the  Council's  regular 

6  meeting  schedule;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

7  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
8 

9      Article  VI  -  Meetings 

10  SECTION  5:  MEETINGS 

1 1  Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May, 

12  July,  September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400 

13  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City 

14  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for 

15  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 
16 

17  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Special 

18  Meeting  on  January  13,  2006. 
19 

on   

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

21 

22  VOTE: 

23  Ayes: 

24  Noes: 

25  Absent: 
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San  Francisco  urban  forest  council 


BYLAWS 

Article  I  -  Identification 
Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 
Article  III  -  Urban  Forest  Council 
Article  IV  -  Officers 
Article  V  -  Council  Staff 
Article  VI  -  Meetings 
Article  VII  -  Voting 
Article  VIII  -  Committees 
Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 
Article  X  -  Code  of  Ethics 
Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 


As  adopted  on  July  22,  2005 


URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 
BYLAWS 


Article  I  -  Identification 

Section  1:  Name 

The  Urban  Forest  Council 

Section  2:  Compliance  with  Applicable  Laws 

The  Council  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Ralph 
M.  Brown  Act  (Cal.  Government  Code  Section  54950  et  seq.)  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1  et  seq.)  in  publishing  notices, 
agendas,  and  minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions.  Where  publication  or  posting 
on  a  website  is  required,  the  Council  shall  use  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  website. 

Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 

Section  1 :  The  Urban  Forest  Council 

The  Urban  Forest  Council  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees  by  promoting  a  healthy  and  sustainable  urban  forest  that  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans  while  ensuring  public  health  and  safety  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter 
12  Sec.  1200(b)).  The  Council  will  carry  out  the  duties  specified  in  the  ordinance  so  as  to  protect 
the  community  interest  and  ensure  that  San  Francisco  realizes  the  full  range  of  tree  benefits  into 
the  future  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1200(a)). 

Article  III  -  Urban  Forest  Council 

Section  1 :  Number 

The  Council  membership  consists  of  fifteen  representatives  from  local,  state  and  federal 
agencies,  non-governmental  organizations,  technical  experts  and  the  public.  City  Department 
Heads,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  appoint  council  members  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(a)). 

Section  2:  Term  of  Appointment 

Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if  re- 
appointed by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  by  ordinance.  The  body 


1 


that  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(b)). 

Section  3:  Compensation 

Council  members  shall  serve  without  compensation  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code 
Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(g)). 

Section  4:  Purpose  and  Responsibilities 

(1)  Develop,  adopt,  and  update  a  long-term  comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  assists  with 
the  formulation  of  legislation  and  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  public  and  private 
trees. 

The  plan  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

a)  An  inventory  of  physical  resources  and  existing  programs. 

b)  The  results  of  an  assessment  of  the  general  public  and  San  Francisco  decision  makers  that 
reflects  opinions  on  the  state  and  future  of  the  urban  forest. 

c)  A  benefit/cost  analysis. 

d)  Recommendations  for  future  policy,  operational  and  legislative  actions. 

e)  Best  Management  Practices 

(2)  Facilitate  coordination  among  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities. 

a)  Advise  the  Mayor,  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban 
forest  concerns. 

b)  Review  project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements 
and  changes  to  the  public  right-of-way  as  they  may  impact  trees.  Based  on  its  review,  the 
Council  shall  make  recommendations  regarding  these  projects  to  the  Planning  Department 
and  other  affected  agencies. 

c)  Notify  and  involve  public  agencies  when  issues  relate  to  trees  on  lands  under  their 
jurisdiction. 

d)  Advise  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities  in  their  efforts  to  incorporate  and 
follow  the  urban  forest  plan  guidelines,  best  management  practices,  and  other  Council 
recommendations  and  policies. 

e)  Facilitate  the  cooperative  interaction  of  tree-related  activities  among  various  City,  State, 
and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  among  businesses,  public  utilities,  non-profit  organizations, 
and  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 

a)  Prepare  or  facilitate  the  plans  and  reports  as  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Forest  Council 
Ordinance. 

i)  The  Council  shall  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  September  1st  of 
each  year  regarding  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 
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ii)  City  agencies  and  any  non-profit  organizations  that  accept  city  funding  shall  report  to 
the  Council  no  later  than  June  30  of  each  year.  Other  public  entities  also  are  urged  to 
submit  reports  to  the  Council  regarding  the  trees  that  they  manage. 

(4)  Ensure  adherence  to  Urban  Forest  Council  Policies,  Guidelines  or  Standards. 

a)  City  agencies  that  do  not  adhere  to  the  policies,  guidelines,  or  standards  outlined  in  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  or  best  management  practices  shall  explain  their  reasoning  at  a  public 
hearing  before  the  Council. 

b)  Enforce  procedures  to  address  the  Council  in  the  public  hearing  process. 

(5)  Foster  Public  Education  and  Outreach 

a)  Encourage  early  and  continuous  public  participation  in  urban  forest  projects  and  programs 
that  includes  consideration  of  neighborhood  interests. 

b)  Provide  at  designated  Council  meetings  for  a  regular  forum  that  follows  an  agenda  of 
scheduled  topics  for  public  discussion  of  urban  forest  issues. 

c)  Serve  as  a  clearinghouse  for  information  related  to  the  urban  forest  through  the  Department 
of  the  Environment. 

(6)  Develop  and  Promote  Best  Management  Practices 

a)  Develop  and  adopt  tree  planting  and  maintenance  standards. 

b)  Establish  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
valuable  trees  on  public  and  private  property.  The  program  shall  propose  administrative 
procedures  and  a  tree  removal  appeal  process  for  landmark/heritage  trees. 

c)  Adopt  guidelines  for  protecting  trees  during  project  design  and  construction. 

(7)  Funding  Assessment 

a)  Identify  funding  and  staffing  needs  and  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs. 

b)  Help  secure  and  encourage  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs. 

c)  Develop  and  adopt  a  city- wide  budget  for  the  health  and  well-being  of  San  Francisco's 
urban  forest. 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused  absence.  If  the 
Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note  that  the  absence  is 
unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forest  Council  meetings  is  critical  to  the  Council's 
ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three  (3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council 
or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year,  whether  those  absences  are  excused  or 
unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the  Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority 
to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a  replacement  member. 
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Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 


Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Article  IV  -  Officers 

Section  1 :  Officers 

The  officers  of  the  Council  are  a  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  The  Chair  and  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Council. 

Section  2:  Term  of  Office 

The  term  of  each  office  shall  be  one  year. 

Section  3:  Nomination  and  Election  of  Officers 

A.  Elections  for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each 
year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in 
running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific 
office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

B.  If  the  office  of  the  Chair  is  vacated  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  the  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  as  Chair  until  the  next  regular  meeting.  The  Council  shall  conduct  an  election  for  Chair  at 
the  next  regular  meeting  to  fill  the  vacancy.  If  the  Vice-Chair  is  elected  as  Chair,  there  shall  be 
an  election  for  a  new  Vice-Chair  at  that  meeting.  If  the  office  of  Vice-Chair  is  vacated  before  the 
expiration  of  a  term,  it  shall  remain  vacant  until  the  next  regular  meeting,  at  which  time  an 
election  shall  be  held.  Any  Council  members  nominated  at  a  meeting  at  which  a  special  election 
is  held  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

Section  4:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Chair 

The  Chair  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Chair,  working  with  the 
Council  staff,  shall  oversee  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the  agenda  for  all  Council 
meetings.  The  Chair  shall  be  accountable  to  the  Council  as  a  whole  in  setting  policy  and  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the  Council.  The  Chair  (and/or  his/her 
designee)  shall  serve  as  the  liaison  to  the  media  and  the  other  departments,  agencies  and 
commissions  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  necessary. 

Section  5:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Vice-Chair 

The  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  and  responsibilities  that  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Chair.  In  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chair,  the  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  as 
described  above,  in  Section  4  of  this  article. 
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Article  V  -  Council  Staff 


Section  1 :  Council  Coordinator 

A  coordinator  from  the  Department  of  the  Environment  who  is  hired  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  shall  staff  the  Council.  The  Coordinator  shall  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Coordinator's  responsibilities  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Fundraising; 

(2)  Developing  and  drafting  guidelines  for  adoption; 

(3)  Preparing  staff  and  annual  reports; 

(4)  Coordinating  with  other  agencies;  and 

(5)  Compiling  information  from  local  governmental  agencies  to  track  their  budgets,  and  to 
develop  an  annual  city-wide  tree  management  budget  for  reporting  purposes  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1208(a)). 

Section  2:  Council  Secretary 

The  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  include  a  Council  Secretary,  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  The  Council  Secretary  shall 
attend  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  Under  the  supervision  of  the  Chair,  the  Council  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  the  proper  recording  and  distribution  of  all  Council  actions,  correspondence,  and 
agendas,  and  ensuring  that  the  Council  meetings  are  properly  publicly  noticed  and  held  at 
locations  which  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities. 

Section  3:  Legal  Advisor 

The  City  Attorney,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  be  the  legal  advisor  to  the  Council.  If  the 
City  Attorney  determines  in  writing  that  he  or  she  cannot,  consistent  with  the  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct,  provide  advice  sought  by  the  Council,  the  City  Attorney  may  recommend 
that  the  Council  retain  outside  counsel. 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 

Section  1 :  Quorum 

At  all  meetings  of  the  Council,  the  presence  of  a  majority  of  membership  shall  constitute 
a  quorum.  The  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  shall  be  required  for  the  approval  of 
any  matter.  Therefore,  based  on  the  original  membership  of  fifteen,  eight  members  constitute  a 
quorum.  Likewise,  eight  affirmative  votes  are  required  for  the  approval  of  any  matter. 

Section  2:  Public  Participation 

The  Council  shall  hold  meetings  open  to  the  public  and  encourage  the  participation  of  interested 
persons.  Each  person  wishing  to  speak  on  an  item  before  the  Council  shall  be  permitted  to  be  heard. 
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The  total  time  for  public  comments  may  be  limited  by  the  Chair  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance.  Each  agenda  for  meetings  shall  provide  an  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  directly  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  to  the  public  that  are  within  the  Council's 
jurisdiction.  The  Public  Comment  opportunity  shall  appear  on  the  agenda  after  "New  Business";  except 
that,  at  the  Chair's  discretion,  the  Public  Comment  can  be  heard  earlier  in  the  agenda. 

Section  3:  Meeting  Minutes 

Minutes  shall  be  taken  at  every  regular  and  special  Council  meeting  and  shall  be 
approved  by  the  majority  vote  of  the  Council. 

Section  4:  Records  Retention 

The  Council  shall  utilize  the  Department  of  Environment's  record  retention  and 
destruction  policy. 

Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  second  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February, 
April,  June  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  August  2005.  No  regular 
meetings  will  be  scheduled  for  August  and  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the 
Department  of  Environment's  website. 

Section  6:  Notice  of  Meetings 

Notices  and  agendas  of  all  regular  and  special  Council  and  committee  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library  and  mailed  to  each  Council  member  and  any  person 
who  files  a  written  request  for  such  notice  with  the  Council.  Notice  of  regular  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  least  72  hours  before  the  meeting.  Notice  of  special  meetings  shall  be  posted  at  least  24 
hours  before  the  meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  special  meeting  held  at  a  location  other  than  the 
regular  Council  meeting  place,  1 5  days  notice  shall  be  provided. 

Section  7:  Closed  Sessions 

The  Council  is  authorized  to  hold  closed  (non-public)  sessions  at  regular  and  special 
meetings  as  provided  by  law. 

Section  8:  Special  Meetings 

The  Chair  of  the  Council  may  call  special  meetings  to  address  specific  matters.  Such 
special  meetings  shall  be  properly  noticed  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  ordinances. 
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Article  VII  -  Voting 


Section  1 :  Voting  and  Abstention 

Each  member  present  at  a  Council  or  committee  meeting  shall  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  when  a 
question  is  put,  unless  excused  from  voting  by  a  motion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  members  present, 
or  unless  the  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest  which  legally  precludes  participation  in  the  vote. 
Whether  a  Council  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest,  which  precludes  participation  in  a  vote,  is 
determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  in  consultation  with  a  legal  advisor  from 
the  City  Attorney's  office. 


Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  1 :  Membership  of  Committees 

The  Council  and/or  the  Chair,  at  his  or  her  discretion,  may  establish  committees  to 
perform  tasks  or  functions  as  necessary.  The  Chair  will  appoint  committee  members  and 
committee  chairpersons  for  a  specified  period  of  time. 

Section  2:  Committee  Meetings 

Committees  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws  in  publishing  notices,  agendas,  and 
minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions. 

Section  3:  Committee  Quorum 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  a  committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  and  (2) 
Funding.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month, 
in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street 
in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of 
January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and  November  at  1 2  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department 
of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco. 
This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Section  5:  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 

The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements  and  changes  of 
the  public  right  of  way  as  they  impact  trees.  The  Committee  shall  examine  and  make  policy 


7 


recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  other  urban  forest  and  tree  issues.  It  will  make 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  facilitating  an  assessment  (inventory)  of  the  current 
condition  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  navigating  and  overseeing  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Moreover,  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  outline  and  draft  an  overall  plan  for  the  health  and  well 
being  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  within  one  year  of  the  committee's  creation,  for  approval 
and  adoption  by  the  full  Council.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  review  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the 
full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  6:  The  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on  funding 
opportunities  and  staffing  needs,  on  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs  and  on  securing  and 
encouraging  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs.  The  committee  will  also 
review  urban  forest  program  budget  priorities  and  make  recommendations  about  urban  forest 
funding  requirements  to  the  full  Council;  investigate  and  pursue  funding  options  for  various 
urban  forest  activities;  and  determine  whether  there  are  opportunities  to  improve  efficiency  and 
eliminate  possible  redundancies  among  managing  agencies  through  citywide  coordination  of  tree 
operations.  Moreover,  the  Funding  Committee  will  develop  a  citywide  budget  for  the  health  and 
well  being  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  within  six  months  of  the  committee's  creation,  for 
approval  and  adoption  by  the  Full  Council.  The  Funding  Committee  will  review  the  Urban  Forest 
Budget  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter,  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the  full 
Council  for  adoption. 


Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  of  the  Council  or  the  committee  Chair,  and  except  where  the 
Charter  or  other  rules  provide  to  the  contrary,  meetings  shall  be  governed  by  Robert's  Rules  of  Order. 

Article  X  -  Codes  of  Ethics 

In  accepting  the  Oath  of  Office,  Council  members  shall  maintain  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  They  shall  support  the  mission,  goals  and  objectives  of  the  San 
Francisco  Urban  Forest  Council;  instill  in  the  public  a  sense  of  confidence  about  the  Councils'  conduct 
and  intentions;  uphold  all  laws  and  regulations;  refrain  from  using  their  official  positions  to  secure 
special  advantage  or  benefit  for  themselves  or  others. 

In  order  to  set  the  highest  standards  of  conduct,  and  in  order  to  assure  public  confidence 
in  the  Council's  operations,  the  Urban  Forest  Council  commits  itself  to: 

*  Encouraging  and  promoting  integrity  in  government  by  education  and  example; 

*  Being  accountable  for  its  rules  of  procedure  and  decisions,  and  promoting  accountability 
of  all  members  of  the  Council  and  Department  staff; 
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*  Treating  all  Department  staff,  members  of  the  public,  and  colleagues  with  courtesy, 
respect,  objectivity,  and  fairness; 

*  Conducting  all  Council  business  in  a  timely  manner  and  in  public  meetings,  with  full 
disclosure  of  policies,  procedures,  and  decision-making  processes,  except  for  those  matters 
authorized  under  the  Brown  Act  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  to  be  considered  in 
closed  session;  and 

*  Reviewing  its  actions,  recommendations,  and  procedures  periodically  to  determine 
whether  the  Council  has  adhered  to  its  Code  of  Ethics  and  mission  in  all  respects. 


Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 

These  bylaws  shall  be  reviewed  as  necessary  and  may  be  amended  at  any  meeting  of  the 
Council  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Council,  provided  such  proposed  amendments  are  circulated  in 
writing  to  all  Council  members  and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such 
meeting. 
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LEGISLATIVE  DIGEST 

[Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and  penalties  for  violations.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  Public  Works  Code  by  amending  Section  801  to  add  to  the 
purposes;  by  amending  Section  802  to  modify  various  definitions;  amending  Sections 
802,  806,  and  809  to  redefine  nuisance  trees  as  hazard  trees;  amending  Sections  802 
and  803  authorizing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  succeed  to  the  powers  and  duties  of 
the  Tree  Advisory  Board  and  to  assume  new  duties;  amending  Section  806  to  allow  for 
appeals  of  decisions  concerning  removal  of  street  trees  that  are  the  responsibility  of 
City  departments  and  to  extend  the  notice  period  to  30  days  for  removal  of  street  trees 
that  are  the  responsibility  of  private  property  owners;  amending  Sections  806  and  807 
to  require  imposition  of  in  lieu  fees  under  specified  circumstances;  adding  Section 
81  OA  to  define  significant  trees  and  establish  a  regulatory  program  governing  their 
removal;  amending  Sections  804,  807,  and  808  to  make  conforming  changes  regarding 
significant  trees;  amending  Sections  804,  807,  808,  and  810  concerning  landmark  trees 
and  procedures  to  designate,  nominate,  and  remove  landmark  trees;  amending  Section 
811  to  create  civil  penalties  and  fines  and  to  modify  provisions  on  administrative 
penalties;  requiring  the  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  to  prepare  a  report  concerning 
financial  incentives  related  to  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Existing  Law 

Public  Works  Code  Article  16,  Sections  800  et  seq.  is  known  as  the  San  Francisco  Urban 
Forestry  Ordinance.  This  Article  governs  the  planting,  maintenance,  and  removal  of  street 
trees  on  the  City's  right-of-way  and  removal  of  nuisance  trees  on  private  property.  Public 
Works  Code  Sections  802  and  803  created  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  that  has  various  powers 
and  duties  under  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance.  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  establishes 
a  process  to  landmark  street  trees. 

Amendments  to  Current  Law 

The  Ordinance  would  amend  Section  810  to  allow  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  designate 
landmark  trees  anywhere  in  San  Francisco,  which  would  include  street  trees,  trees  on  City- 
owned  property,  and  trees  on  privately-owned  property.  These  amendments  identify  different 
procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  depending  on  the  location  of  the  trees.  These 
amendments  also  create  a  process  administered  through  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that 
allows  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board,  or  the  director  or  general  manager  of  any  City  department  to  nominate  any  tree  as  a 
landmark  tree.  Relying  on  the  same  nomination  process,  a  property  owner  also  may  seek 
landmark  tree  status  for  a  tree  on  his  or  her  own  property.  Once  nominated,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  still  must  approve  a  designation  as  a  landmark  tree.  The  Ordinance  also 
provides  that  once  the  landmark  nomination  process  has  been  initiated,  the  subject  tree  will 
be  temporarily  designated  with  landmark  status  in  order  to  avoid  untimely  removal  during  the 
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FILE  NO. 

formal  landmark  designation  process.  The  legislation  tasks  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  with 
developing  criteria  for  designation  and  removal  of  landmark  trees  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  subsequently  would  adopt  such  criteria. 

This  legislation  would  establish  a  DPW  regulatory  and  fee  program  to  address  maintenance 
and  removal  of  significant  trees.  A  significant  tree  must  meet  specific  requirements 
concerning  the  tree's  diameter,  height,  or  canopy  size;  be  located  on  private  property;  and 
have  a  portion  of  its  trunk  within  10  feet  of  a  public  right-of-way.  This  Ordinance  would 
require  the  same  notice,  hearing,  and  appeal  process  as  applies  to  removal  of  privately- 
maintained  street  trees.  The  legislation  would  require  the  DPW  Director  to  consider  various 
factors  as  part  of  the  decision  to  authorize  removal  of  a  significant  tree. 

The  Ordinance  would  amend  Sections  802,  806,  and  809  to  redefine  a  nuisance  tree  as 
hazard  tree  and  supplement  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  criteria  for  a  finding  that 
the  tree  constitutes  a  hazard.  The  legislation  would  amend  Sections  802  and  803  so  that  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  would  succeed  to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Tree  Advisory  Board. 
The  Ordinance  would  amend  Section  81 1  to  create  civil  penalties  and  fines  and  to  modify 
existing  provisions  on  administrative  penalties.  The  legislation  would  amend  Section  806 
concerning  removal  of  privately-maintained  street  trees  by  increasing  the  permit  notification 
period  from  10  to  30  days.  The  Ordinance  also  would  amend  Section  806  to  provide  for  an 
appeal  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  of  DPWs  decision  to  allow  removal  of  DPW-  or  City 
department-maintained  street  trees.  The  legislation  also  would  make  various  amendments  to 
the  existing  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  to  adopt  a  new  purpose,  to  specify  industry  standards 
for  various  regulated  activities,  such  as  tree  pruning  practices,  and  to  provide  greater 
protection  for  regulated  trees  during  construction. 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


1  [Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and  penalties  for  violations.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  the  Public  Works  Code  by  amending  Section  801  to  add  to  the 

4  purposes;  by  amending  Section  802  to  modify  various  definitions;  amending  Sections 

5  802,  806,  and  809  to  redefine  nuisance  trees  as  hazard  trees;  amending  Sections  802 

6  and  803  authorizing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  succeed  to  the  powers  and  duties  of 

7  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  and  to  assume  new  duties:  amending  Section  806  to  allow  for 

8  appeals  of  decisions  concerning  removal  of  street  trees  that  are  the  responsibility  of 

9  Citv  departments  and  to  extend  the  notice  period  to  30  davs  for  removal  of  street  trees 

10  that  are  the  responsibility  of  private  property  owners:  amending  Sections  806  and  807 

1 1  to  require  imposition  of  in  lieu  fees  under  specified  circumstances:  adding  Section 

12  81  OA  to  define  significant  trees  and  establish  a  regulatory  program  governing  their 

13  removal:  amending  Sections  804.  807.  and  808  to  make  conforming  changes  regarding 

14  significant  trees:  amending  Sections  804,  807,  808,  and  810  concerning  landmark  trees 

15  and  procedures  to  designate,  nominate,  and  remove  landmark  trees;  amending  Section 

16  811  to  create  civil  penalties  and  fines  and  to  modify  provisions  on  administrative 

17  penalties:  reguiring  the  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  to  prepare  a  report  concerning 

18  financial  incentives  related  to  landmark  trees:  and  making  environmental  findings. 

19  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

20  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

22  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

23  Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 

24  actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 

25  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 
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1  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein 

2  by  reference. 

3  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

4  Sections  801.  802.  803,  804,  806,  807,  808,  809,  810,  and  81 1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

5  SEC.  801.  PURPOSE. 

6  The  San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  is  enacted  to  further  the  following 

7  public  purposes: 

8  (a)     To  realize  the  optimum  public  benefits  of  trees  on  the  City's  streets  and 

9  public  places,  including  favorable  modification  of  microclimates,  abatement  of  air  and  noise 

10  pollution,  reduction  of  soil  erosion  and  runoff,  enhancement  of  the  visual  environment,  and 

1 1  promotion  of  community  pride; 

12  (b)     To  integrate  street  planting  and  maintenance  with  other  urban  elements 

13  and  amenities,  including  but  not  limited  to  utilities,  vehicular  and  pedestrian  traffic,  and 

14  enhancement  of  views  and  solar  access; 

15  (c)      To  promote  efficient,  cost  effective  management  of  the  City's  urban  forest 

16  by  coordinating  public  and  private  efforts  within  a  comprehensive  and  professional 

17  management  system; 

18  (d)     To  reduce  the  public  hazard,  nuisance,  and  expense  occasioned  by 

19  improper  tree  selection,  planting,  and  maintenance; 

20  (e)     To  provide  for  the  creation  of  an  equitable,  sustained,  and  reliable  means 

21  of  funding  urban-forest  management  throughout  the  City; 

22  (f)      To  create  and  maintain  a  unified  urban-forest  resource,  enhancing  the 

23  City's  overall  character  and  sense  of  place. 
24 
25 
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1  (a)     To  recognize  that  trees  are  an  essential  part  of  the  City's  aesthetic 

2  environment  and  that  the  removal  of  important  trees  should  be  addressed  through  appropriate 

3  public  participation  and  dialogue,  including  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (Public 

4  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seo. 

5  SEC.  802.  DEFINITIONS. 

6  Unless  the  context  specifically  indicates  otherwise, 

7  (a)     "Administrative  cost"  shall  mean  20  percent  of  the  Department's  actual 

8  replacement  cost,  or  a  minimum  of  $100,  whichever  is  greater. 

9  (b)      "City"  shall  mean  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

10  (c)      "Community  Boards"  of  San  Francisco  shall  mean  the  neighborhood 

1 1  mediation/dispute  settlement  service  established  under  the  auspices  of  The  Community  Boar 

12  Program,  Inc. 

13  (d)     "Department"  shall  mean  the  Department  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  and  Count 

14  of  San  Francisco. 

1 5  (e)     "Director"  shall  mean  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  the 

16  Director's  designee. 

17  (f)      "Ex  officio"  shall  mean  a  current  employee  of  any  City  department,  or  California 

18  or  federal  agency  whose  appointment  to  the  Tree  Board  Urban  Forestry  Council  has  been 

19  approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment. 

20  (g)     "Injure"  or  "injury"  shall  mean  any  act  which  harms  or  damages  a  tree,  including 

21  but  not  limited  to  impact,  cutting,  carving,  paintins,  transplanting,  or  knocking  over,  and 

22  includes  but  is  not  limited  to  the  following:  injurious  attachment  of  any  rope,  wire,  nail, 

23  advertising  poster,  or  other  contrivance  to  any  street  tree  as  set  forth  in  Sections  675  and  675. 1  oj 

24  the  Municipal  Police  Code  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Article:  intentionally  or  negligently 
25 
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1  allowing  any  gaseous,  liquid,  or  solid  substance  that  is  harmful  to  a  tree  to  come  into  contact 

2  with  a  tree;  setting  fire  or  intentionally  or  negligently  permitting  any  fire  to  burn  when  such  fire 

3  or  the  heat  therefrom  will  injure  any  part  of  any  tree;  pruning  which  in  and  of  itself  will  kill  or 

4  cause  a  tree  to  decline;  or  severing  of  all  or  part  of  a  tree. 

5  (h)     "In-lieu  fee"  shall  mean  a  fee  deposited  into  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund  and 

6  imposed  by  the  Director.  The  in-lieu  fee  shall  be  equal  to  the  replacement  value  of  a  tree(s)  to 

7  be  removed  or  trees  that  have  been  destroyed  or  as  otherwise  specified  in  Section  81 1 .  In  the 

8  case  of  trees  required  to  be  planted  by  Section  143  of  the  City  Planning  Code,  yet  excused 

9  under  Section  143(d)  of  the  Planning  Code,  the  in-lieu  fee  shall  be  equal  to  the  City's  cost  to 

1 0  plant  and  water  a  tree  for  two  years. 

11  (i)      "Interested  San  Francisco  organization"  shall  mean  a  San  Francisco 

12  organization  or  individual  that  has  made  a  written  request  to  the  Department  for  notification  of 

13  proposed  stfeet-tree  removals  in  a  specified  area(s)  or  neiahborhood(s). 

14  (j)      "Landmark  tree"  shall  mean  a  tree  so  designated  pursuant  to  Section  81 0  of  this 

15  Article. 

16  (k)      "Landscape  material"  shall  mean  any  tree,  shrub,  groundcover  or  other  plant. 

17  (I)      "Maintenance"  shall  mean  those  actions  necessary  to  promote  the  life,  growth, 

18  health,  or  beauty  of  a  tree.  Maintenance  includes  both  routine  and  major  activities.  "Routine 

19  maintenance"  shall  include  adequate  watering  to  ensure  the  tree's  growth  and  sustainability; 

20  weed  control;  removal  of  tree-well  trash;  staking;  fertilizing;  routine  adjustment  and  timely 

21  removal  of  stakes,  ties,  tree  guards,  and  tree  grates;  bracing;  and  sidewalk  repairs  related  to 

22  the  tree's  growth  or  root  system  pursuant  to  Section  706  of  this  Code.  "Major  maintenance" 

23  shall  include  structural  pruning  as  necessary  to  maintain  public  safety  and  to  sustain  the 

24  health,  safety,  and  natural  growth  habit  of  the  tree;  pest  and  disease-management  procedures 
25 
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1  as  needed  and  in  a  manner  consistent  with  public  health  and  ecological  diversity;  replacemenl 

2  of  dead  or  damaged  trees.  Pruning  practices  shall  be  in  compliance  with  International  Society  o  f 

3  Aboriculture  Best  Management  Practices  and  ANSI  Pruning  Standards,  whichever  is  more  protective 

4  of  tree  preservation. 

5  (m)     "Median  strip"  shall  mean  the  dividing  area  in  the  public  way  between  opposing 

6  lanes  of  vehicular  traffic. 

7  (n)     "Notice"  shall  mean  written  notice  by  personal  delivery  or  by  mailing,  either  by 

8  letter  or  postal  card,  postage  prepaid  to  the  last  known  address  as  the  same  appears  on  the 

9  City's  most  recent  assessment  rolls. 

1 0  (o)     "Nuisance  Hazard  tree"  shall  mean  any  tree  that  poses  an  imminent  hazard  to 

1 1  person  or  property.  The  Director  may  determine  that  a  tree  mav  be  deemed  is  a  nuisance 

12  hazard  if  it  or  any  part  of  it:  (1)  appears  dead,  dangerous,  or  likely  to  fall,  even  after  proper 

1 3  maintenance  activities  are  performed  to  eliminate  dead  or  dangerous  parts:  (2)  obstructs  or 

14  damages  a  street^  sidewalk,  or  other  existing  structure:  (3)  harbors  a  serious  disease  or 

1 5  infestation  threatening  the  health  of  other  trees;  (4)  interferes  with  vehicular  or  pedestrian 

1 6  traffic;  or  (5)  obstructs  official  street  cleaning  activities;  or  (6)  poses  any  other  significant 

17  hazard  or  potential  hazard,  as  determined  by  the  Director:  provided,  however,  that  feasible 

18  measures  have  been  applied  to  abate  any  such  hazard,  such  as  applicable  maintenance 

19  activities  listed  in  Section  802(h  of  this  Article.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  in  writing. 

20  (p)     "Person"  shall  mean  any  individual,  firm,  partnership,  association,  corporation, 

21  company,  or  organization  of  any  kind. 

22  (q)      "Planting"  shall  mean  putting  or  setting  into  the  ground  or  into  a  container  to 

23  grow  and  irrigating  until  self-sufficient. 
24 
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1 


(r) 


Removal"  shall  mean  any  intentional  or  negligent  moving,  carrying  away, 


2 


elimination  or  taking  away  of  part  or  all  of  a  tree. 


3 


(s) 


ii 


Replacement  value"  shall  mean  the  actual  cost  to  the  Department  of  replacing 


4  a  tree  or  landscape  material  removed  or  destroyed  with  a  comparable  size  and  species  of  tree 

5  or  with  comparable  landscape  material.  Certain  trees  or  landscape  material,  because  of  their 

6  size,  species  or  historical  significance,  cannot  be  replaced  from  available  nursery  stock.  In 

7  such  case,  "replacement  value"  shall  be  determined  pursuant  to  the  valuation  formula 

8  adopted  by  the  International  Society  of  Arboriculture,  as  amended  from  time  to  time,  plus  the 

9  Department's  actual  costs  to  replace  the  tree.  "Replacement  value"  shall  include  the 

10  Department's  administrative  costs. 

1 1  (t)      'Sidewalk"  shall  mean  the  area  between  the  curbing  and  the  abutting  private 

12  property  lot  line,  whether  paved  or  unpaved,  as  legislated  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  as 

13  reflected  in  the  Department's  official  maps. 

14  (u)     "Significant  Tree"  shall  mean  a  tree  so  defined  in  Section  81  OA  of  this  Article. 

1 5  (v)      "Street"  shall  mean  the  vehicular  travel-way  portion  of  any  public  street,  avenue, 

16  boulevard,  lane,  road,  parkway,  freeway,  or  other  public  way. 

17  (vow)  "Street  tree"  shall  mean  any  tree  growing  within  the  public  right-of-way,  including 

18  unimproved  public  streets  and  sidewalks,  and  any  tree  growing  on  land  under  the  jurisdiction 

19  of  the  Department. 

20  (wax)  "Tree"  shall  mean  any  large  perennial  plant  having  a  woody  trunk(s),  branches, 

21  and  leaves.  Trees  also  shall  include  palm  trees. 

22  {x)  "Tree  Advisory  Board"  or  "Tree  Board"  shall  mean  a  board  of private  citizens  to  be 

23  appointed  and  to  perform  specific  duties  as  set  forth  in  Section  803  of  this  Article. 


24 


25 
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1  (y)      "Urban  forest"  shall  mean  all  trees  on  public  streets  and  rights-of-way  within  the 

2  borders  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,,  and  any  trees  growing  on  land  subject  to  the 

3  jurisdiction  of  the  Department,  and  any  other  trees  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Article. 

4  (z)       "Urban  Forestry  Council"  shall  mean  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  established  under 

5  the  Environment  Code  Chapter  12. 

6  SEC.  803.  TREE  ADVISORY  BOARD;  ESTABLISHMENT;  APPOINTMENT  URBAN 

7  FORESTR Y COUNCIL ;  ADDITIONAL  POWERS  AND  DUTIES. 

8  (a)      There  is  hereby  established  an  advisory  board  to  be  known  as  the  Tree  Advisory  Board 

9  consisting  of  nine  private  citizens,  at  least  three  of  whom  shall  be  professionally  trained  and 

10  experienced  in  a  tree-related field.  All  members  of  the  Tree  Board  shall  serve  without  compensation. 

1 1  Members  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Director  for  a  term  of four  years  and  shall  serve  at  the  Director's 

12  pleasure.  All  terms  shall  commence  30  days  after  the  enactment  of  this  Article.  Members  may  serve 

13  successive  terms  without  limitation.  At  least  one  member  shall  be  selected  from  a  list  of persons 

14  nominated  by  the  Director,  one  from  a  list  nominated  by  the  Mayor,  and  one  from  a  list  nominated  by 

1 5  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  At  least  one  Department  representative  shall  serve  as  an  ex  officio  nonvoting 

16  member  of  the  Tree  Board.  Any  City  agency,  State  agency,  or  federal  agency  may  request  of  the 

17  Director  an  appointment  to  the  Tree  Board  as  an  ex  officio  nonvoting  member. 

18  fb)  The  Tree  Board  shall  meet  at  least  six  times  a  year  and  shall  establish  its  own  operating 

1 9  procedures  which,  at  a  minimum,  shall  meet  the  public  notice,  meeting,  voting,  agenda  and  other 

20  procedural  requirements  of  Section  3. 500  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter. 

21  fe)  The  Tree  Board  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  serve  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the 

22  Director  or  his  designee  on  matters  relating  to  this  Article  and  to  tree  management  in  the  City. 

23  The  responsibilities  of  the  Tree  Board  Urban  Forestry  Council  may  include  but  shall  not  be 

24  limited  to  the  following: 
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1  (1)      Studying  the  problems  and  determining  the  needs  of  the  City  concerning 

2  its  street  tree  planting  and  maintenance  programs,  and  advising  the  Director  in  this  regard; 

3  (2)      Preparing  for  the  Director  an  annual  report  detailing  the  state  of  the  urban 

4  forest; 

5  (3)      Recommending  to  the  Director  appropriate  species  of  trees  to  be  planted 

6  on  City  streets  or  other  areas  under  the  Department's  jurisdiction; 

7  (4)     Working  with  the  Community  Boards  of  San  Francisco  in  developing 

8  guidelines,  standards,  and  procedures  for  the  mediation  of  conflicts  between  property  owners 

9  over  the  protection  of  views,  solar  access,  planting/removal  of  trees,  and  other  tree-related 

10  issues; 

1 1  (5)     Working  with  the  Director  concerning  the  maintenance  of  an  Urban 

12  Forestry  Management  Plan; 

13  (6)      Developing  and  recommending  for  Board  of  Supervisors'  adoption 

1 4  uniform  criteria  for  establishing  designating  "landmark"  status  for  trees  under  the  jurisdiction  of 

15  the  Department  and  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  for  the  removal  of  "landmark"  trees 

16  pursuant  to  Section  810: 

17  (7)      Making  recommendations  to  the  Director  on  appeals  of  applications  for 

18  tree  removal: 

19  (8)     Recommending  to  the  Director  information  to  be  distributed  to  the  public 

20  concerning  the  selection,  planting,  and  maintenance  of  trees  throughout  the  City;  and 

21  (8£)    Recommending  to  the  Director  desirable  City  tree  programs  and 

22  activities,  including  legislation  and  funding  mechanisms. 

23  (b)  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  perform  such  other  duties  assigned  to  it  under  the 

24  Municipal  Codes. 
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1  SEC.  804.  JURISDICTION. 

2  (a)      Department's  Jurisdiction.  The  Department  shall  have  jurisdiction  over  the 

3  planning,  planting,  maintenance,  and  removal  of  trees  in  any  street  or  other  public  right-of-wa> 

4  as  defined  in  Section  244  of  this  Code;  over  any  landscape  material  in  any  street  median, 

5  center  strip,  or  other  landscaped  portion  of  a  public  right-of-way;  over  trees  and  other 

6  landscape  material  in  other  public  spaces  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department;  and  over 

7  nuisance  hazard  trees  on  private  property  ©n4y  as  specified  in  Section  809  and  81  OA  of  this 

8  Article;  over  landmark  trees  as  specified  in  Section  810:  and  over  significant  trees  as  specified  in 

9  Section  81  OA. 

10  SEC.  806.  PLANTING  AND  REMOVAL  OF  STREET  TREES. 

1 1  (a)      Planting  and  Removal  by  the  Department. 

12  (1)      Planting.  The  Department  may  determine  to  plant  a  new  tree(s)  in  a 

13  sidewalk  or  public  right-of-  way.  When  the  Department  determines  to  plant  a  new  street 

14  tree(s),  the  Department  will  undertake  maintenance  responsibility  for  such  new  street  tree  and 

15  shall  send  a  courtesy  notice  to  the  abutting  property  owner  prior  to  planting  such  new  tree. 

16  Any  objections  to  the  proposed  work  must  be  submitted  to  the  Director  in  writing  and 

17  postmarked  within  30  days  after  notice  by  the  Director.  The  Director  shall  consider  such 

18  objections  and  may  hold  a  hearing,  in  the  Director's  discretion.  The  Director's  decision  on  the 

1 9  matter  shall  be  final  and  nonappealable. 

20  (2)      Removal  of  Street  Trees.  No  street  tree  shall  be  cut  down  or  removed  by 

21  the  Department  unless: 

22  (A)     The  Department  gives  30  days'  prior  written  notice  to  the  owner  of  the 

23  property  abutting  the  affected  tree;  and 
24 
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1  (B)     Thirty  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  notifies  all 

2  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and  owners  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  all  owners 

3  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree 

4  is  located.  In  addition,  30  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  post  a  notice 

5  on  the  affected  tree. 

6  (3)     Appeal  of  Tree  Removal. 

7  (A)     If  within  30  days  after  the  giving  of  notice  for  street  tree  removal,  as 

8  specified  in  Subsection  (a)(2),  or  if  within  1 5  days  after  the  giving  of  notice  for  removal  of  a 

9  nuisance  hazard  street  tree,  as  specified  in  Subsection  (a)(4),  any  person  files  with  the 

10  Department  written  objections  to  the  removal,  the  Director  shall  hold  a  hearing  to  consider 

1 1  public  testimony  concerning  the  proposed  tree  removal.  Written  notice  of  the  date,  time  and 

12  place  of  the  hearing  shall  be  posted  on  the  affected  tree,  provided  in  a  newspaper  of  general 

13  circulation,  and  sent  to  the  objecting  party,  the  owner  of  the  property  abutting  the  affected 

14  tree,  and  all  interested  San  Francisco  organizations,  not  less  than  seven  days  prior  thereto. 

15  (B)     The  Director  shall  issue  his  or  her  written  decision  and  order  on  the 

16  objections  after  the  public  hearing  specified  above. 

17  (C)     The  Director's  decision  shall  be  final  and  nonappealableappealable  to  the 

18  Board  of  Appeals. 

1 9  (4)      Removal  of  Nuisance  Hazard  Street  Trees. 

20  (A)     No  nuisance  hazard  street  tree  shall  be  cut  down  or  removed  by  the 

21  Department  unless: 

22  (i)      The  Department  gives  1 5  days'  prior  written  notice  to  the  owner  of  the 

23  property  abutting  the  affected  tree;  and 
24 

25 

Supervisor  McGoldrick 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  10 

1/9/2006 

s:\urban  forest\council  meetings\full  council\2006  ufc  meetings\january  06\landmarkordinance121905  doc 


1  (ii)      Fifteen  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  notifies  all 

2  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and  owners  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  owners  and 

3  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  is  located 

4  In  addition,  15  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  post  a  notice  on  the 

5  affected  tree. 

6  (B)     Nuisance  Hazard  street  tree  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 

7  "nuisance hazard  tree"  in  Section  802(o)  except  that  a  nuisance  hazard  street  tree  is  located 

8  within  the  public  right-of-way  and  is  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department. 

9  (5)      Emergency  Removal.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 

10  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Department  may  remove  any  street  tree 

1 1  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  Department  shall  make  a  reasonable  effort 

12  to  notify  owners  provide  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  owner  of  the  property 

1 3  abutting  the  affected  tree,  all  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent 

14  practical,  all  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 

1 5  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed  and  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  of  the 

16  necessity  for  such  action. 

17  (b)      Planting  and  Removal  by  Persons  Other  Than  the  Department. 

18  (1)      Planting  and  Removal  Permits.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  plant 

19  or  to  remove  any  street  tree  without  a  valid  permit  for  such  work  issued  by  the  Department.  All 

20  permits  for  the  planting  or  removal  of  street  trees  issued  by  the  Director  for  residential 

21  properties  shall  be  recorded  on  the  Report  of  Residential  Building  Records  in  accordance  with 

22  Section  351  of  the  Housing  Code.  All  work  associated  with  a  street  tree  permit  must  be 

23  completed  within  six  months  of  issuance,  unless  an  extension  has  been  granted  by  the 

24  Department. 
25 

Supervisor  McGoldrick 

BOARP  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  1 1 

1/9/2006 

s:\urban  forest\council  meetings\full  council\2006  ufc  meetings\january  06\landmarkordinance121905.doc 


1  (2)      Planting.  An  abutting  property  owner  who  desires  a  permit  to  plant  a 

2  street  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated  form.  If  approved  by  the  Director, 

3  a  permit  to  plant  the  specified  species  of  tree(s)  shall  be  issued  to  the  applicant.  There  shall 

4  be  no  administrative  fee  imposed  for  a  permit  to  plant  a  street  tree  unrelated  to  property 

5  development.  The  Director's  decision  on  a  street  tree  planting  permit  shall  be  final  and 

6  appealable  to  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

7  (3)  Removal. 

8  (A)     An  abutting  property  owner  who  desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  street  tree 

9  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated  form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied 

10  by  an  administrative  fee  in  accordance  with  a  fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  The 

1 1  Department  may  grant  or  deny  the  permit  in  accordance  with  the  following  procedures  and 

12  requirements.  If  the  Department  grants  a  tree  removal  permit,  it  mav  shall  require  that  another 

13  street  tree  be  planted  in  the  place  of  the  removed  tree  or  impose  an  in-lieu  fee  unless  it  makes 

14  written  findings  detailing  the  basis  for  waiving  this  requirement. 

15  (B)     Thirty  davs  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  give  notice  to 

16  all  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  owners  and 

17  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  or  adjacent  to  where  the 

18  affected  tree  is  located.  In  addition,  4£30  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall 

19  post  a  notice  on  the  affected  tree.  If  within  4Q30  days  after  the  giving  of  such  notice  any 

20  person  files  with  the  Department  written  objections  to  the  removal,  the  Director  shall  hold  a 

21  hearing  prior  to  removing  the  tree.  Written  notice  of  the  date,  time  and  place  of  the  hearing 

22  shall  be  posted  on  the  affected  tree  and  sent  to  the  objecting  party  and  all  interested  San 

23  Francisco  organizations  not  less  than  seven  days  prior  thereto. 
24 
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1 


(C)     The  Director  shall  issue  his  or  her  written  decision  and  order  on  the 


2 


objections  after  the  public  hearing  specified  above. 


3 


(D)     The  Director's  decision  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of 


4 


Appeals. 


5 


(c) 


Planting  and  Removal  bv  City  Agencies.  Commissions,  or  Other  Departments.  If 


6  a  City  agency,  commission,  or  department  other  than  the  Department  of  Public  Works  desires 

7  to  plant  or  remove  a  street  tree,  such  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  be  subject  to 

8  the  provisions  of  Subsection  (b);  provided,  however,  that  for  purposes  of  street  tree  removal, 

9  the  notice  and  procedures  for  Director's  hearings  set  forth  in  Subsections  (a)(2)  and  (a)(3)(A) 

10  and  (B)  shall  apply. 

1 1  SEC.  807.  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  URBAN  FORESTRY  PROGRAM; 

12  POWERS  AND  DUTIES. 

13  (a)     Arterial  Planting  Program.  The  Department  shall  continue  its  program  of 

14  appropriate  street  tree  planting  along  major  traffic  routes  and  commercial  streets  throughout 

15  the  City. 

16  (b)      Neighborhood  Planting  Program.  The  Department  shall  continue  to  encourage 

17  and  support  neighborhood  planting  programs.  Support  may  include,  but  need  not  be  limited 

18  to,  provision  of  trees  and  materials,  sidewalk  cutting  and  removal,  planting  labor,  technical 

19  advice,  and  organizational  assistance.  The  Department  is  hereby  authorized  to  donate  such 

20  funds,  materials  and  labor  to  neighborhood  planting  programs  as  are  deemed  by  the  Director 

21  to  be  in  the  public  interest  and  in  the  interest  of  the  promotion  of  the  urban  forest. 

22  (c)      Public  Education.  The  Department  shall  undertake  an  on-going  program  of 

23  public  outreach  and  education  in  order  to  promote  public  understanding  of  the  City's  urban 

24  forest  and  public  adherence  to  the  standards  and  procedures  established  under  this  Article. 
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1  (d)     Authority  over  Site  Development  Plans. 

2  (I)      The  Department  shall  have  the  authority  to  review  and  comment  on  site 

3  development  plan  applications  received  by  the  City's  Central  Permit  Bureau  that  pertain  to  the 

4  planting,  alteration,  or  removal  of  street  trees.  The  Department  shall  also  have  the  authority  to 

5  review  and  comment  on  site  development  plan  applications  that  pertain  to  the  alteration  or 

6  removal  of  landmark  trees  designated  pursuant  to  Section  81 0(a)  of  this  Article  and  significant 

7  trees  pursuant  to  Section  81  OA  of  this  Article.  Protection  of  such  trees  during  construction 

8  shall  be  reguired  in  accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees 

9  shall  be  subject  to  the  applicable  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  set  forth  in  Section  806. 

10  810.  or  81  OA  of  this  Article. 

1 1  (2)      If  the  Zoning  Administrator  modifies  or  waives  the  requirements  of 

12  Planning  Code  Section  143  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  143(d),  the  Department 

13  mayshall  impose  an  in-lieu  fee  of  the  property  owner  so  excused.  Further,  if  a  property  owner 

14  is  required  to  plant  a  street  tree  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  143,  the  Department 

15  canshall  require  that  the  property  owner  maintain  such  tree  or  replace  any  such  tree  that 

16  subsequently  dies  or  is  removed  by  any  person,  or  pay  an  in-lieu  fee.  The  Department  shall 

17  follow  the  reouirements  set  forth  herein  for  tree  replacement  or  payment  of  an  in-lieu  fee 

18  unless  it  makes  written  findings  detailing  the  basis  for  waiving  said  reguirements. 

19  (e)     Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  Pursuant  to  Section  10.117-77  of  the  Administrative  Code, 

20  the  Department  shall  maintain  an  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund  to  enhance  the  urban  forestry  program. 

21  (f)      In-Lieu  Planting  Program.  The  Department  shall  develop  and  implement  an  In- 

22  Lieu  Planting  Program  to  offset  the  loss  of  street  trees,  significant  trees,  and  landmark  trees  due 

23  to  removal,  destruction,  or  death.  The  In-Lieu  Planting  Program  shall  also  compensate  for  the 

24  loss  of  trees  required  to  be  planted  by  Section  143  of  the  Planning  Code,  yet  excused  by  the 
25 
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1  Zoning  Administrator  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  143(d).  The  Department  mavshall 

2  impose  an  in-lieu  fee  in  accordance  with  a  fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director  where  a 

3  street  tree  is  destroyed,  removed  or  is  excused  from  planting  where  otherwise  required  by 

4  Planning  Code  Section  143.  The  Department  may  also  shall  assess  an  in-lieu  fee  or  such  other 

5  penalty  as  set  forth  in  Section  811  as  mitigation  for  violation  of  the  requirements  of  this  Article. 

6  The  Department  shall  follow  the  requirements  set  forth  herein  for  payment  of  an  in-lieu  fee 

7  unless  it  makes  written  findings  detailing  the  basis  for  waiving  said  requirements.  As  set  forth 

8  in  Section  81 1,  w&-lieu  fees  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund. 

9  (g)     Tree  Adoption  Program.  The  Department  shall  develop  and  implement  a  tree 

1 0  adoption  program  to  allow  persons  to  donate  money  for  the  purpose  of  tree  planting  and 

1 1  maintenance.  Money  donated  to  the  City  and  County  for  the  purpose  of  tree  planting  and 

12  maintenance  shall  be  deposited  into  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund. 

13  SEC.  808.  PROTECTION  OF  TREES  AND  LANDSCAPE  MATERIAL. 

14  (a)      Injury  to  or  Destruction  of  Trees  Prohibited.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 

1 5  intentionally,  maliciously  or  through  gross  negligence  injure  or  destroy  a  street  treet  o^any 

16  tree  on  City  property,  a  significant  tree,  or  a  landmark  tree.  Removal  of  a  tree  under  City  order 

17  or  removal  in  accordance  with  a  permit  issued  pursuant  to  Section  806.  810.  or  81  OA  of  this 

1 8  Article  is  exempt  from  this  prohibition. 

19  (b)      Injury  to  or  Destruction  of  Landscape  Materials  Prohibited.  It  shall  be  unlawful 

20  for  any  person  to  intentionally,  maliciously  or  through  gross  negligence  injure  or  destroy  any 

21  landscape  material  in  any  street  median,  center  strip,  or  other  landscaped  portion  of  a  public 

22  right-of-way  under  the  City's  jurisdiction,  except  as  authorized  by  the  Department. 

23  (c)      Construction  Work:  Protection  of  Trees  Required.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 

24  person  to  engage  in  any  construction  work  on  private  or  public  property  without  first  taking 
25 
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1  steps  to  protect  street  trees,  significant  trees,  and  landmark  trees  from  damage,  including 

2  damage  caused  by  soil  compaction  or  contamination,  excavation,  or  placement  of  concrete  or 

3  other  pavement  or  foundation  material.  If  excavation,  construction,  or  street  work  is  planned 

4  within  the  dripline  of  a  significant  tree.  aAM-landmark  trees  or  a  tree  on  any  street  or  other 

5  publicly  owned  property  near  any  excavation,  construction,  or  street  work  said  tree(s)  shall  be 

6  adequately  protected.  If  anv  construction  work  results  in  the  injury  or  damage  to  such  trees. 

7  the  responsible  partv(ies)  mav  be  subject  to  the  penalties  set  forth  in  Section  81 1  of  this 

8  Article. 

9  SEC.  809.  NUISANCE  HAZARD  TREES;  ABATEMENT. 

10  (a)      Notice  to  Property  Owner(s).  Upon  a  finding  by  the  Director  that  a  tree  on  private 

1 1  property  or  a  street  tree  for  which  a  property  owner  is  responsible  is  a  "nuisance  hazard  tree"  as 

12  defined  herein,  the  Director  shall  provide  notice  to  the  property  owner(s)  which  describes  the 

13  condition  creating  the  nuisance  hazard,  the  actions  required  to  be  taken  to  abate  the  nuisance 

14  hazard,  and  the  date  by  which  compliance  must  be  completed.  Required  action  may  include 

1 5  replacement  or  removal  of  the  tree  in  accordance  with  applicable  requirements  and 

16  procedures  provided  in  this  Article  for  removal  of  the  subject  tree.  In  cases  of  extreme  danger, 

17  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Director  may  require  immediate  compliance. 

1 8  (b)      Director  of  Public  Works  To  Abate  Nuisance  Hazard  if  Owner  Fails  To  Do  So.  If 

19  the  responsible  property  owner  does  not  undertake  in  a  timely  manner  the  abatement  action, 

20  as  required  by  said  notice,  the  Director  may  perform  necessary  work  to  abate  the 

21  nuisance  hazard.  The  cost  of  such  abatement,  including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection 

22  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be  an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  property 

23  owner(s)  to  the  City. 
24 
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1  (c)      Method  of  Enforcement  and  Collection  of  Lien.  The  Department  shall  send 

2  notice  of  assessment  of  costs  to  the  responsible  property  owner.  Such  notice  shall  include  a 

3  statement  that  payment  is  due  within  60  days  of  the  mailing  date  of  the  notice.  If  a  responsible 

4  property  owner  fails  timely  to  remit  payment,  the  Department  shall  send  a  second  notice  of 

5  payment  due.  Such  second  notice  shall  include  a  statement  that  failure  timely  to  remit 

6  payment  in  full  to  the  City  within  30  days  of  the  mailing  of  the  second  notice  shall  cause  the 

7  Director  to  institute  lien  proceedings  pursuant  to  Sections  706.4-706.7  of  this  Code. 

8  Enforcement  and  collection  of  liens  for  costs  associated  with  nuisancchazard  tree  abatement 

9  shall  be  in  accordance  with  Sections  706.4-706.7  of  this  Code,  except  that  all  monies  received  j 

1 0  in  payment  of  such  liens,  with  the  exception  of  enforcement  costs,  shall  be  credited  to  the  Adopt- 

1 1  A-Tree  Fund. 

12  SEC.  810.  LANDMARK  TREES. 

13  (a)      Designation  Criteria.  With  the  advice  of  the  Tree  Board  and  following  a  public 

14  hearing,  the  Director  shall  adopt  criteria  for  the  designation  of  landmark  trees,  which  criteria 

15  shall  include  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species,  location,  historical  association, 

16  visual  quality,  or  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the 

17  Director,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  designate  as  a  "landmark  tree"  any  street  tree  or  any 

18  tree  on  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  meeting  the  criteria  adopted  by  the 

19  Director,  or  may  rescind  such  designations.  Any  person  seeking  to  have  a  tree  designated  as 

20  a  landmark  must  pay  all  costs  related  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hearing. 

21   (b)  Advise  the  Zoning  Administrator.  Upon  request  by  the  Zoning 

22  Administrator,  the  Director  shall  advise  the  Zoning  Administrator  regarding  landmark  trees  on 

23  a  proposed  construction  site.  The  Department  shall  propose  measures  to  protect  landmark 

24  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches. 
25 
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1   (e)  Removal;  Special  Permit  Required.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest  danger 

2  and  immediate  necessity,  landmark  trees  shall  be  removed  only  upon  a  determination  of  the 

3  Board  of  Supervisors  following  a  public  hearing.  The  Director  shall  issue  criteria  governing 

4  such  determinations.  If  the  Board  of  Supervisors  determines  that  removal  of  a  landmark  tree 

5  is  necessary  or  permissible,  it  may  impose  such  reasonable  conditions  on  the  permit  for 

6  removal  as  it  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but  not  limited 

7  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  and  administrative  costs,  or  contribution  to  the  Adopt  A 

8  Tree  Fund.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  must  pay  all  costs 

9  related  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hearing.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and 

10  recommend  for  adoption  bv  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria  for  the  designation  of 

11  landmark  trees,  which  criteria  shall  include  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species. 

12  location,  historical  association,  visual  Quality,  or  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character,  as 

13  set  forth  Section  810(fl(4)(AWE)  below.  Upon  adoption  bv  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the 

14  designation  criteria  shall  apply  to  all  trees  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  Citv  and  County  of 

15  San  Francisco.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  designation  of  landmark  trees,  the  Urban 

16  Forestry  Council,  affected  City  departments,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  relv  on  the 

17  general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  310(f)(4)(AHE). 

18  (b)      Designation  Process. 

19  (1)      Nominations.  A  tree  may  be  nominated  for  designation  as  a  landmark 

20  tree  bv  any  of  the  following  parties:  (i)  the  property  owner  whose  property  contains  the 

21  subject  tree  bv  a  written  request  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council:  (ii)  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

22  Planning  Commission,  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  bv  adoption  of  a  resolution 

23  of  intent  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark  status:  or  (iii)  the  director  of  any  Citv  agency  or 
24 
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1  department  by  filing  a  nomination  letter  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Each  tree  nominated 

2  for  landmark  tree  status  shall  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  individual  nomination. 

3  (2)      Content  of  Nominations.  Nominations  shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the 

4  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination,  which  mav  address  one 

5  or  more  of  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  including  the  factors  listed  below  in  Section 

6  810(f)(4)(A)-(E)  below:  the  lot,  assessor's  block,  and  street  address  of  the  subject  property: 

7  one  or  more  pictures  of  the  tree:  and  any  other  information  that  the  nominating  property  owner 

8  or  entity  believes  would  be  pertinent  to  the  nomination. 

9  (3)      Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination.  The  Urban  Forestry 

10  Council  shall  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a  nomination  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  a  completed 

1 1  nomination  reouest.  and  shall  determine  whether  the  tree  gualifies  as  a  landmark  tree 

12  pursuant  to  the  adopted  designation  criteria.  After  the  conclusion  of  the  public  hearing,  the 

13  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  adopt  written  findings  that  specify  the  basis  for  its  decision  to 

14  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  forward  these  findings  to  the  applicant  for  the 

15  nomination  and  the  affected  property  owner.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that 

16  the  subject  tree  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  it  shall  forward  said  decision  to  the 

17  Director,  as  to  a  tree  on  private  property,  or  to  the  subject  City  agency,  commission  or 

18  department,  as  to  a  tree  on  City-owned  property.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  the 

19  nomination,  the  Council  shall  not  accept  a  new  reouest  for  the  subject  tree  for  three  years 

20  from  the  date  of  its  decision.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  a  tree  gualifies  as 

21  a  landmark  tree,  its  written  findings  on  the  nomination  shall  be  forwarded,  along  with  any 

22  recommendations  of  relevant  City  agencies,  commissions  or  departments,  to  the  Board  of 

23  Supervisors  for  its  consideration  pursuant  to  Section  810(b)(4)  of  this  Article.  If  the  Urban 

24  Forestry  Council  fails  to  forward  said  findings  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  within  90  days  of 
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1  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  receipt  of  the  nomination  request,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may. 

2  in  its  discretion,  schedule  a  public  hearing  on  the  nomination,  in  which  event,  the  failure  of  the 

3  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  forward  said  findings  within  the  90  day  period  shall  constitute  its 

4  approval  of  the  nomination. 

5  (4)      Designation.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

6  the  Board  of  Supervisors  mav  designate  as  a  "landmark  tree"  any  tree  within  the  territorial 

7  limits  of  the  Citv  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  or 

8  mav  rescind  such  designations.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  issue  findings  in  a 

9  timely  manner  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)(3).  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  adopt  its  own 

10  findings  as  part  of  the  designation  of  a  landmark  tree. 

11  (c)      Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book.  Upon  Board  of 

12  Supervisors  designation  of  a  landmark  tree,  the  Department  or  affected  agency  shall  record  a 

13  notice  on  the  subject  property  concerning  the  landmark  tree.  The  Department  also  shall 

14  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  an  official  book  entitled  Landmark  Trees.  If  the 

15  landmark  tree  is  a  street  tree  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the 

16  Department  shall  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  a  separate  section  of  the  Landmark 

17  Tree  book  that  is  reserved  for  those  landmark  trees  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of 

18  the  Department.  The  Department  shall  maintain  this  book  for  public  review  and  update  it  on  a 

19  regular  basis  with  the  assistance  of  affected  agencies. 

20  (d)     Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status.  At  the  time  a  member  of  the 

21  Board  of  Supervisors  introduces  a  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  nomination  and  submits  to 

22  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  the  information  reouired  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination 

23  reouest  as  set  forth  in  Section  810(b)(2).  the  subject  tree  shall  be  temporarily  designated  as  a 

24  landmark  tree  ("temporary  designation")  and  be  subject  to  the  provisions  governing  landmark 
25 
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1 

trees  set  forth  herein  while  Droceedinas  are  oendina  on  the  landmark  tree  desianation.  At  the 

2 

time  the  Planninq  Commission  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisorv  Board  adopts  a  resolution 

3 

of  intent  to  initiate  a  nomination,  temporary  desiqnation  of  the  subject  tree  shall  occur.  If  the 

4 

Director  of  the  Department  or  the  director  of  anv  other  Citv  aaencv.  commission  or  department 

5 

initiates  landmark  tree  desianation.  temoorarv  desiqnation  shall  occur  when  the  Urban 

6 

Forestry  Council  adopts  a  resolution  determinina  that  the  subject  tree  aualifies  for  landmark 

7 

tree  status.  In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Department  shall  have  the  authoritv  to  issue  an 

8 

emeraencv  order  that  temoorarilv  desianates  a  tree  on  private  prooertv  or  on  anv  property 

9 

under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  to  prevent  the  immediate  removal  of  a  tree.  Upon 

10 

initiation  of  a  nomination  pursuant  to  this  Section,  the  entity  initiatina  nomination  shall 

11 

immediatelv  inform  the  Director  who  shall  immediatelv  cause  a  notice  to  be  provided  to  the 

12 

relevant  department  or  private  prooertv  owner  informina  them  of  the  special  permit  and 

13 

approval  reauirements  pursuant  to  Section  810(f).  If  180  davs  have  elapsed  from  the  date  of 

14 

temporary  desiqnation  and  final  action  on  landmark  tree  desiqnation  has  not  been  completed. 

15 

the  temporarv  desianation  status  for  the  subiect  tree  shall  expire  unless  the  Board  of 

16 

Supervisors  adopts  a  resolution  to  extend  the  temoorarv  desiqnation.  Such  extension  shall 

17 

not  exceed  90  additional  days.  Althouqh  the  subiect  tree  ultimately  may  be  desiqnated  as  a 

18 

landmark  tree  sometime  after  expiration  of  temoorarv  desiqnation  status,  once  the  temporarv 

19 

desiqnation  has  expired,  the  affected  tree  shall  not  be  subiect  to  a  new  temoorarv  desiqnation 

20 

for  at  least  two  vears  from  the  date  of  temoorarv  desianation.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 

21 

rejects  a  nomination  under  subsection  (b)(3).  the  temporarv  desianation  shall  automatically 

22 

terminate. 

23 

(e)     Zonina  Administrator.  The  Zonina  Administrator  shall  be  reauired  to  identifv 

24 

desianated  landmark  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 

25 
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1  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Department  or  affected  Citv  aaencv.  commission  or 

2  department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  or  such  other  City  Agency. 

3  commission  or  department  with  jurisdiction,  shall  be  reouired  to  impose  measures  to  protect 

4  such  landmark  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches  in 

5  accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees  shall  be  subject  to  the 

6  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  provided  in  this  Section. 

7  (f)      Removal  Criteria  and  Procedures. 

8  (1)      Removal  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and 

9  recommend  for  adoption  bv  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures 

10  governing  determinations  to  remove  landmark  trees.  Removal  criteria  shall  require 

11  consideration  and  written  findings  on  all  of  the  factors  related  to  the  landmark  tree  as  set  forth 

12  in  Section  810(g)(4).  below,  and  shall  not  authorize  the  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  unless  the 

13  it  constitutes  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to  Section  802(o).  Public  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 

14  reouirements  of  Section  806(a)(2).  and  a  hearing  shall  be  required. 

15  (2)      Removal  on  Private  Property:  Special  Permit  Reouired.  A  property  owner 

16  who  desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the 

17  designated  form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied  bv  an  administrative  fee  in 

18  accordance  with  a  fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest 

19  danger  and  immediate  necessity,  landmark  trees  on  private  property  shall  be  removed  only 

20  after  the  Director's  determination  and  issuance  of  a  permit,  following  a  public  hearing.  If  the 

21  Director  determines  that  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  is  necessary  or  permissible  in 

22  accordance  with  the  adopted  removal  criteria,  the  Director  may  impose  such  reasonable 

23  conditions  on  the  permit  for  removal  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the 

24  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  administrative 
25 
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1  costs,  and  contribution  to  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  final 

2  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of  Appeals.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a 

3  landmark  tree  must  pav  all  costs  related  to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearings.  Pending 

4  adoption  of  criteria  for  removal  of  landmark  trees,  the  Department  shall  rely  on  the  general 

5  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(F). 

6  (3)      Removal  on  Citv-owned  Property:  Special  Approval  Reouired.  Removal 

7  of  a  landmark  tree(s)  on  City  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  City  agency,  commission. 

8  or  department  shall  be  subject  to  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  adopted  bv  the  Board  of 

9  Supervisors  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1).  above,  including  the  process  for  public  notice  and  a 

10  hearing  prior  to  removal  of  the  tree.  After  following  said  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures,  the 

11  subject  Citv  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  make  its  decision  on  removal  of  a 

12  landmark  tree(s).  Such  decision  is  final  and  nonappealable.  Pending  the  Board  of 

13  Supervisor's  adoption  of  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1).  the 

14  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  follow  the  general  criteria  of  Subsection  (f)(4)(A)-(F) 

15  and  similar  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(c)  and 

16  for  removal  of  hazard  trees  as  set  forth  in  this  Section  806(a)(4).  This  Subsection  shall  not 

17  supercede  the  Charter  jurisdiction  that  has  been  granted  to  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 

18  department. 

19  (4)      Required  Findings.  As  part  of  any  determination  that  authorizes  removal 

20  of  any  landmark  tree,  the  City  entity  making  such  determination  shall,  in  addition  to  the 

21  adopted  removal  criteria,  consider  and  make  written  findings  on  each  of  the  following  factors 

22  related  to  the  tree: 

23  (A)     Size,  age,  and  species: 
24 
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1  (B)     Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a 

2  prominent  landscape  feature: 

3  (C)     Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has 

4  significant  ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a 

5  historic  planting  program  that  defines  neighborhood  character: 

6  (D)     Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides 

7  important  wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control. 

8  or  acts  as  a  wind  or  sound  barrier: 

9  (E)     Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high 

10  traffic  area  or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple  properties. 

11  and  is  visually  accessible  from  the  public  right-of-wav:  and 

12  (R     One  or  more  criteria  that  Qualify  the  tree  as  a  hazard  tree  pursuant 

13  to  Section  802(o). 

14  (5)      Emergency  Removal  on  Private  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger 

15  and  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  bv  the  Director,  the  Director  mav  remove  or  reguire 

16  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency 

17  removal,  the  Director  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  Board 

18  of  Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all 

19  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  to  the  owners  and 

20  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was 

21  removed.  If  the  Department  incurs  anv  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs. 

22  including  labor,  eguipment.  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 

23  an  obligation  owing  bv  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  Citv.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree 

24  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 
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1  (6)      Emergency  Removal  on  Citv-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest 

2  danger  and  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  bv  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the 

3  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department,  the  subject  aaencv.  commission,  or  department 

4  may  remove  a  landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency 

5  removal,  the  subject  aaencv.  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the 

6  necessity  of  such  action  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department 

7  of  Public  Works  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco 

8  organization  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on 

9  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a  landmark 

10  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

1 1  (g)      If  a  landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a  local  historic  district  or 

12  landmark  under  Article  10  of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 

13  procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  10  in  addition  to  the  reguirements  of 

14  Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 

15  designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 

16  SEC.  811.  PENALTIES  FOR  VIOLATION  OF  ORDINANCE. 

17  (a)      Criminal  Penalties.  Violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  Sections  806,  808t  and 

1 8  810(e(f)(1).  and  810A(b)  of  this  Article  shall  be  chargeable  as  an  infraction  or  a  misdemeanor. 

19  Every  violation  determined  to  be  an  infraction  is  punishable  by  a  fine  of  $200  for  a  first 

20  violation  and  $400  for  each  additional  violation  within  one  year.  Every  violation  determined  to 

21  be  a  misdemeanor  is  punishable  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $1,000  and/or  imprisonment  in  the 

22  County  Jail  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  six  months,  for  each  offense. 

23  (b)      Administrative  Civil  Penalties  and  Fees. 
24 
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1  (1)      The  Director  may  call  upon  the  City  Attorney  to  maintain  an  action  for 

2  injunction  to  restrain  or  summary  abatement  to  cause  the  correction  or  abatement  of  the  violation  of 

3  this  Article,  and  for  assessment  and  recovery  of  a  civil  penalty  and  reasonable  attorney's  fees  for  such 

4  violation. 

5  (2)      Any  person  who  violates  this  Article  may  be  liable  for  a  civil  penalty,  not  to 

6  exceed  $500  for  each  day  such  violation  is  committed  or  permitted  to  continue,  which  penalty  shall  be 

7  assessed  and  recovered  in  a  civil  action  brought  in  the  name  of  the  people  of  the  City  by  the  City 

8  Attorney  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  In  assessing  the  amount  of  the  civil  penalty,  the  court 

9  may  consider  any  one  or  more  of  the  relevant  circumstances  presented  by  any  of  the  parties  to  the  case, 

10  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  following:  the  nature  and  seriousness  of  the  misconduct,  the  number  of 

1 1  violations,  the  persistence  of  the  misconduct,  the  length  of  time  over  which  the  misconduct  occurred; 

12  and  the  wilfulness  of  the  defendant's  misconduct.  The  City  Attorney  also  may  seek  recovery  of  the 

13  attorneys'  fees  and  costs  incurred  in  bringing  a  civil  action  pursuant  to  this  Section. 

14  (c)  Administrative  Penalties. 

15  (1)      In  addition  to  the  penalties  set  forth  in  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  above,  the 

16  Director  may  require  any  person  who  removes,  damagesiniures.  or  destroys  a  tree  in  violation 

17  of  the  provisions  of  this  Article  shatt  /o_pay  a  sum  of  money  equal  to  the  tree's  replacement 

1 8  value  or  the  diminishment  of  the  tree's  value  as  set  forth  in  the  current  edition  of  the  Guide  for 

19  Plant  Appraisal  (Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers) .  In  no  case  shall  the  administrative 

20  penalty  be  less  than  $500  per  violation.  When  one  or  more  additional  violations  occur  within  one  year 

21  of  the  first  violation,  the  Director  may  assess  a  responsible  party  double  the  tree's  replacement  value  or 

22  the  diminishment  of  the  tree 's  value.  Depending  on  the  nature  and  seriousness  of  the  misconduct, 

23  including  unpermitted  removal  of  or  damage  to  a  landmark  or  significant  tree;  the  number  of 

24  violations;  the  persistence  of  the  misconduct;  the  length  of  time  over  which  the  misconduct  occurred; 
25 
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1  or  the  wilfulness  of  the  defendant's  misconduct,  the  Director  may  assess  additional  penalties  in  excess 

2  of  the  amounts  specified  above.   In  addition  to  the  administrative  penalty  assessed  pursuant  to  this 

3  Section,  the  Director  may  assess  enforcement  costs  to  cover  the  reasonable  costs  incurred  in  enforcing 

4  the  administrative  penalty,  including  reasonable  attorneys'  fees.    Any  and  all  amounts  paid  or 

5  collected  pursuant  to  this  subsection,  with  the  exception  of  enforcement  costs,  shall  be  deposited 

6  into  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund. 

7  (2)     The  Department  shall  send  notice  of  the  assessment  of  administrative 

8  eivU  penalties  to  the  responsible  property  owner  party.  Such  notice  shall  include  a  statement 

9  that  payment  is  due  within  60  days  of  the  mailing  date  of  the  notice.  If  a  responsible  property 

1 0  owner  fails  timely  to  remit  payment,  the  Department  shall  send  a  second  notice  of  payment 

1 1  due.  Such  second  notice  shall  include  a  statement  that  failure  timely  to  remit  payment  in  full  to 

1 2  the  City  within  30  days  of  the  mailing  of  the  second  notice  shall  cause  the  Director  to  institute 

13  lien  proceedings  pursuant  to  Sections  706.4  -  706.7  of  this  Code.  Enforcement  and  collection 

14  of  liens  for  costs  associated  with  nuisance  hazard  tree  abatement  shall  be  in  accordance  with 

15  Sections  706.4  -  706.7  of  this  Code,  except  that  all  monies  received  in  payment  of  such  liens 

16  with  the  exception  of  enforcement  costs,  shall  be  credited  to  the  Adopt-a-Tree  Fund. 

17  Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 

18  Section  81  OA.  to  read  as  follows: 

19  SEC.810A.  SIGNIFICANT  TREES. 

20  (a)      Definition.  For  purposes  of  this  Section,  a  significant  tree  shall  be  a  tree:  (1)  on 

21  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  (2)  on  privately  owned- 

22  property  with  any  portion  of  its  trunk  within  10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way,  and  (3)  that 

23  satisfies  at  least  one  of  the  following  criteria:  (a)  a  diameter  at  breast  height  (DBH)  in  excess 

24  of  twelve  (12)  inches,  (b)  a  height  in  excess  of  twenty  (20)  feet,  or  (c)  a  canopy  in  excess  of 
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1  fifteen  (15)  feet.  The  Director  mav  deem  a  significant  tree  a  hazard  tree  if  such  tree  satisfies 

2  the  provisions  of  Section  802(o).  A  landmark  tree  shall  not  be  treated  as  a  significant  tree 

3  even  if  the  landmark  tree  meets  one  or  more  of  the  abovementioned  criteria.  A  landmark  tree 

4  shall  be  governed  bv  the  provisions  of  Section  810. 

5  (b)      Removal:  Requirements. 

6  ( 1 )      Removal  of  a  significant  tree(s)  on  privatelv-owned  property  shall  be 

7  subject  to  the  rules  and  procedures  governing  permits  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth 

8  in  Section  806(b). 

9  (2)      Removal  of  a  significant  tree(s)  that  are  the  responsibility  of  the 

10  Department  shall  be  subject  to  the  rules  and  procedures  governing  permit  for  Departmental 

11  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(a). 

12  (3)      If  the  Director  determines  that  a  significant  tree  is  a  hazard  tree,  this 

13  Article's  provisions  applicable  to  removal  of  a  hazard  tree  shall  apply. 

14  (4)      Emergency  Removal.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 

15  necessity,  as  determined  bv  the  Director  in  writing,  the  Director  may  remove  or  require  the 

16  responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a  significant  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency 

17  removal,  the  Department  shall  provide  written  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco 

18  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or 

19  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed  of  the  necessity  for  such 

20  action.  If  the  Department  incurs  any  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs. 

21  including  labor,  eouipment.  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 

22  an  obligation  owing  bv  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a  significant  tree 

23  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Subsection  (c)  below. 
24 
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I 

1  (c)      As  part  of  the  Director's  determination  to  authorize  removal  of  a  significant  tree. 

2  the  Director  shall  consider  the  following  factors  related  to  the  tree: 

3  (1)      Size,  age,  and  species: 

4  (2)     Visual  and  aesthetic  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether 

5  it  is  a  prominent  landscape  feature  or  part  of  a  streetscaoe: 

6  (3)      Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has 

7  significant  ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a 

8  historic  planting  program  that  defines  neighborhood  character: 

9  (4)      Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 

10  wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control,  or  acts  as 

11  a  wind  or  sound  barrier: 

12  (5)      Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic 

13  area  or  low  tree  density  area,  or  provides  shade  or  other  public  benefits: 

14  (6)     Whether  the  tree  constitutes  a  hazard  tree  as  set  forth  in  Section  802(o): 

15  and 

16  (7)     Whether  the  tree  has  been  maintained  as  set  forth  in  Section  802(1). 

17  (d)     Zoning  Administrator.  The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  be  reguired  to  identify 

18  significant  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 

19  Department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  shall  be  reguired  to  impose 

20  measures  to  protect  such  significant  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk. 

21  roots,  and  branches  in  accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees 

22  shall  be  subject  to  the  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  significant  trees  provided  in  this 

23  Section. 

24  Section  34.  This  section  is  uncodified. 
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1  (a)  The  powers  and  duties  of  the  Tree  Advisory  Board,  set  forth  in  Public  Works  Code 

2  Section  803,  pursuant  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  No.  165-95,  Clerk  of  the  Board 

3  of  Supervisors  File  No.  ,  are  transferred  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  pursuant  to  this 

4  Ordinance,  and  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  is  hereby  dissolved. 

5  (b)  The  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  shall  prepare  a  report  to  the  Board  of 

6  Supervisors  on  all  possible  financial  incentives,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  tax  credits,  tax 

7  rebates,  and  subsidized  tree  care,  for  residents  or  businesses  whose  properties  contain 

8  designated  landmark  trees. 
9 

10 
11 

1 2  APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

13  DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

14  By:  •  

John  D.  Malamut 

1 5  Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Urban  Forest  Council-  Planning  Committee 

December  16,  2005 

Recommendations  on  Amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance 
Proposed  by  Supervisor  Peskin  (December  2005) 


•  Page  8,  SEC.  803.  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  ADDITIONAL  POWERS  AND 
DUTIES,  requesting  clarification/City  Attorney's  opinion  of  how  Item  (7)  "Making 
recommendations  to  the  Director  on  appeals  of  applications  for  tree  removal" 
would  impact  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  and  how  it  would  conflict  with 
legislation  creating  the  Council  as  an  advisory  body  to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors; 

•  Page  1 1 ,  line  3,  add  ",  if  requested,"  after  "the  Department  shall"; 

•  Page  14,  line  1 1 ,  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  the  "Planning  Department"; 

•  Page  15,  line  1,  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  the  "Planning  Department"; 

•  Page  19,  (3)  "Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination" — consult  with 
the  Deputy  City  Attorney  whether  it  would  be  appropriate  to  insert  language  that 
Landmark  tree  designation  would  require  a  majority  vote  of  the  15  members  of 
the  Urban  Forest  Council; 

•  Page  20,  (c)  "Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book"  to 
add  that  the  Assessor/Recorder's  Office  shall  record  Landmark  trees  on  property 
titles  and  create  a  database  so  pertinent  agencies  can  access  the  information; 

•  Pages  20-21  (d),  add  a  clause  that  all  nominated  trees  should  receive  temporary 
landmark  designation  regardless  of  nominating  body; 

•  Page  21 ,  line  1 6  to  request  clarification  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  whether  to 
change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  "Planning  Department"  and  line  19,  whether 
"Zoning  Administrator"  should  be  changed  to  "Building  Department"; 

•  Significant  tree  section  be  separated  from  the  landmark  tree  legislation  and 
made  into  separate  legislation,  and  references  to  significant  trees  should 
be  pulled  out  throughout  the  text. 
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NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  JANUARY  13, 2006 


This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forest  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting. 

The  following  provision  in  Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5  Meetings  of  the  Bylaws  is  proposed  for 
amendment  as  follows: 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  second  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April, 
June  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  August  2005.  No  regular  meetings 
will  be  scheduled  for  August  and  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  website. 

The  following  schedule  will  be  considered  at  the  January  13,  2006  meeting. 


Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September 
and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in 
February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February 
2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the 
Department  of  Environment's  website 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  on  December  2 1 ,  2005. 
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CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 

ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair  (arrived  at  10:30  a.m.),  Boss,  Cohen, 
Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sacamano;  Excused:  Council 
Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman,  and  Sullivan;  Absent:  Council  Member  Cornell 

ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  25,  2005  and  December  9,  2005  Urban 
Forestry  Council  Regular  Meetings.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Quirke  and 
second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the  Minutes  of  the  October  25,  2005  and  December 
9,  2005  Regular  Meetings  were  adopted  with  no  objection.  No  public  comment  was 
heard  at  this  time.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Final  Minutes  of  the  October  25 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=35621  and  December  9,  2005  Meetings 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=36549  (Word)). 

VOTE:    Approved  (9-0)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Council  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers 
and  Sacamano 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cornell,  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman  and  Sullivan 
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4.  DISCUSSION  AND  ACTION:  Proposed  Amendment  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 
Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5:  Meetings.  The  Council  discussed  and  voted  to  change 
its  meeting  schedule.  Any  change  would  begin  February  2006.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  as  Adopted  on  January  13,  2006  (Word) 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedflles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Amended 
iAdopted0ii306.doc,  Resolution  No.  001-06-UFC  Amend  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 
(PDF)  http.7/web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res001-06- 
UFCAmendBviaws.pdf.  and  2006  Meeting  Schedule  (Word)) 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UFCMeetinqDates2006 
Adopted011306.doc. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Upon  Motion  by  Council  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Council  Member  Rodgers,  the 
Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws  Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5:  Meetings,  was  amended 
to  adopt  a  new  meeting  schedule  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  follows: 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May, 
July,  September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m. 
at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be 
scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  website 

VOTE:  Approved  (9-0)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Council  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers 
and  Sacamano 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cornell,  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman  and  Sullivan 

5.  DISCUSSION  AND  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Council 
members  discussed  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance. 
Members  did  not  consider  a  resolution  in  regard  to  the  proposed  ordinance.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Landmark  Legislative  Digest.doc  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2006/Landmark%20LeqislativeDiq 
est.doc.  File  R-2006-02  UFC  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  Revisions.doc  (Word) 
http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/File-R-2006- 
2%20UFC%20Landmark%20tree%20ordinance.doc,  Landmark  Ordinance  12.19.05.doc  (Word) 
http.7/sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/LandmarkOrdinance121905. 
doc  and  Planning  Committee  Recommendations.doc  (Word)) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UFCPIanninqCommitteeReco 
mmendationson12.05LandmarkTree.doc. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 
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Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  on  their  first  reading  the 
proposed  landmark  and  significant  tree  Ordinance  at  their  January  9  meeting.  Council 
Member  Sacamano,  Chair  of  the  Planning  Committee  discussed  the  Planning 
Committee's  December  15,  2005  meeting  proposed  recommendations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  on  the  Ordinance  (see  Planning  Committee  Recommendations  document 
referenced  above)  and  Council  Members  agreed  to  the  following  recommendations: 

•  Section  803(7).  Council  Members  discussed  their  concern  and  requested 
clarification  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  Section  803(7),  "Making 
recommendations  to  the  Director  on  appeals  of  applications  for  tree  removal." 
Members  Fisher  and  Milne  discussed  the  importance  of  developing  a  plan, 
procedures,  and  criteria  for  this  process.  Members  agreed  to  request  a  change 
to  wording  on  Section  803(7)  to  "Making  recommendations  to  the  Director  on 
appeals  of  applications  for  landmark  tree  removal." 

•  Section  806(a)(ii),  after  "removal  date,"  add  "if  requested,"  the  Department  shall 
notify  all  interested  San  Francisco  organizations. 

•  Section  807(2)  and  Section  807(f)-Strike  recommendations  to  change  "Zoning 
Administrator"  to  the  "Planning  Department." 

•  Request  the  City  Attorney  to  clarify  in  which  City  Code  references  to  the  Planning 
Department  should  be  located. 

•  Section  810(3)  "Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination"  on  a  request 
that  language  be  inserted  that  Landmark  tree  designation  would  require  a 
majority  vote  of  the  15  members  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council — strike  request  as  it 
is  the  Council's  bylaws  requirement  that  a  majority  vote  is  required. 

•  Section  810(c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book" 
to  add  that  the  Assessor  Recorder's  Office  shall  record  Landmark  trees  on 
property  titles  and  create  a  database  so  pertinent  agencies  can  access  the 
information. 

•  Section  810(d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status-add  a  clause 
that  all  nominated  trees  should  receive  temporary  landmark  designation 
regardless  of  nominating  body. 

•  Section  810(e)  strike  request  of  clarification  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney 
whether  to  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  "Planning  Department"  on  page  21, 
line  23  of  the  December  19,  2005  Ordinance;  but  request  that  clarification  be 
made  on  page  22,  line  2  on  the  line  that  reads  "The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the 
Department  or  such  other  City  Agency,  commission  or  department  with 
jurisdiction..."  whether  to  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  "Building 
Department." 
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•  Strike  request  to  make  the  significant  tree  section  separate  from  the  landmark 
tree  legislation.  Member  Boss  expressed  concern  with  the  significant  tree 
section  of  the  Ordinance. 

•  Add  a  recommendation  that  the  Council  is  recommending  to  the  Board  and 
Mayor  that  adequate  funding  be  allocated  to  implement  the  provisions  of  this 
Ordinance. 

Member  Milne  presented  a  proposed  form  letter  addressed  to  the  San  Francisco 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  and  recommended  inserting  the  above  points 
in  the  letter  (Explanatory  Document:  Proposed  Letter  to  San  Francisco  Supervisors 
and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  (PDF)) 

htip://web.sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfen^ 

MavorLandmarkSiaTreeOrd.pdf .  Members  Sacamano  and  Boss  stated  that  they  were  not 
in  support  of  the  second  paragraph  of  the  letter  supporting  the  Ordinance  because 
they  are  not  in  favor  of  the  significant  tree  section. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Arborist,  (1)  commended  the  Urban  Forest 
Council  for  their  work  on  these  issues;  (2)  spoke  in  favor  of  regulating  trees  on 
private  property  (3)  expressed  concern  with  specific  size  criteria  for  defining 
significant  trees;  and  (4)  recommended  developing  a  Task  Force  to  look  at  solution- 
oriented  problems  and  other  Ordinances. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Allen  Grossman  (1)  spoke  in  favor  of  adding  staff  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  and  addressing  this  issue  in  the  Plan;  (2)  explained  that 
Section  143  has  been  in  the  Planning  Code  since  the  1970's  and  always  referred  to 
the  Zoning  Administrator  and  should  not  be  questioned;  (3)  stated  that  property 
owners  should  not  have  100%  control  of  landmark  and  significant  trees  on  their 
property  as  there  should  be  responsibility  to  the  community;  and  (4)  whether 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  trees  that  are  within  10  feet  of  a  right  of  way  and 
more  than  12  inches  in  diameter  would  be  covered  in  the  significant  tree  definition  of 
the  Ordinance,  and  if  the  Department  of  Public  Works  would  have  to  inspect  how 
many  trees  are  within  10  feet  of  the  right  of  way. 

Member  Sacamano  responded  that  the  Ordinance  references  trees  on  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  on  privately  owned 
property,  but  would  not  affect  other  City  agencies. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Keith  Saggers,  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  (1)  congratulated 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Council  Members  in  voting  to  pass  the  landmark 
and  significant  tree  legislation;  (2)  requested  that  the  Council  move  forward  on  the 
development  and  recommendations  for  adoption  of  uniform  criteria  for  the 
designation  of  landmark  trees  (3)  to  keep  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  informed 
of  the  schedule  to  implement  the  Ordinance;  and  (4)  suggested  involving  the 
California  Conservation  Corp. 

Member  Boss  motioned  that  the  Council  support  the  Ordinance  without  the 
significant  tree  portion.  There  was  no  second. 
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Member  Cohen  motioned  and  Member  Blair  seconded  to  adopt  the  letter  to  the  San 
Francisco  Supervisors  and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  with  an  attachment  of 
recommendations. 

VOTE:  Motion  Failed  (7-2)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  and  Rodgers 
NOES:  Members  Boss  and  Sacamano 

ABSENT:  Members  Cornell,  Costello,  Fisher,  Griswold,  Herman,  and  Sullivan 

6.  INFORMATION  AND  DISCUSSION:  Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Members 
received  the  final  draft  of  the  Comprehensive  Plan  written  by  Jim  Clark  and  discussed 
subsequent  actions  and  steps  for  the  Plan.  (Explanatory  document:  Comprehensive 
Plan  Jan06.doc  (PDF)) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UrbanForestPlandraftJan06.pdf. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  explained  that  comments  from  the  December  Council  meeting  were 
included  in  the  final  draft,  and  comments  that  were  not  included  were  not  in  Dr.  Clark's 
scope  of  work.  Council  Members  were  asked  to  forward  revisions  and  additions  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  for  review  at  the  next  two  Planning  Committee  meetings. 
The  final  draft  would  then  be  presented  to  the  full  Council  for  a  vote  at  their  February  28 
meeting  and  then  sent  to  the  Planning  Department  to  include  in  their  General  Plan. 

Council  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Plan  requires  a  higher  budget 
to  produce  a  plan  that  could  be  incorporated  into  the  General  Plan  and  that  the  Planning 
Department  may  be  able  to  secure  funding  next  year.  Members  Rodgers  and 
Sacamano  agreed  that  the  title  of  the  Plan  should  be  changed  to  Preliminary  Report. 
Chair  Milne  recommended  that  the  Planning  Committee  discuss  alternatives  to  the  title 
to  bring  back  to  the  full  Council  for  consideration. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Allen  Grossman  (1)  quoted  Section  1204(a)  of  the  Ordinance 
establishing  the  Urban  Forest  Council  that  reads  "to  assure  well  guided  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees,  the  Council  shall  develop  and  adopt  a  long-term  Comprehensive 
Plan  that  sets  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  private  and  public  trees"  therefore; 
the  plan  should  be  titled  the  Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  (2)  stated  that  Friends  of 
the  Urban  Forest  did  not  prepare  or  fund  State  of  the  Urban  Forest  Report  (1992);  that  it 
was  prepared  by  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  funded  by  a  grant  through  various  programs 
with  the  help  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  (3)  recommended  that  the 
Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  contain  everything  that  is  in  the  State  of  the  Urban 
Forest  Report. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Public  Notice  of  2006  Subscription  and  Renewal  of  Urban  Forest 
Council  and  Committee  Notices  and  Agendas  (Explanatory  Document:  Subscription 
Request  Form  (Word)) 

http://sfqov  orq/site/uploadedflles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SubscriptiontoaqendasNotice  doc. 
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Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  announced  that  a  "Public  Notice  of  2006  Subscription 
and  Renewal  of  Urban  Forest  Council  and  Committee  Notices  and  Agendas"  was 
emailed  to  all  subscribers  on  Tuesday,  January  10,  2006.  A  response  would  be  required 
by  Friday,  February  17,  2006  to  maintain  a  subscription  to  the  Council  and  Committees' 
agenda  mailing  lists.  New  subscribers  were  urged  to  complete  the  form  and  return  it  to 
the  Council  Secretary. 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities 
(Explanatory  Document:    Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  January  2006  (Word) 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm 
port. doc. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  he  would  be  drafting  a  letter  advising  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  would  be  available  to  work  on  the 
new  tasks  indicated  in  the  new  landmark  and  significant  tree  Ordinance.  A  draft  of 
criteria  for  removal  of  trees  would  be  created  to  discuss  at  the  March  Council  meeting 
and  then  would  be  placed  for  a  vote  for  the  April  agenda.  Coordinator  Harte  asked  that 
Council  Members  participate  in  Arbor  Day  scheduled  for  March  this  year.  Other  issues 
discussed  are  noticed  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report. 

Public  Comment:  In  reference  to  the  Green  Holiday  Tree  Program,  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt 
stated  that  the  #5  container  size  tree  is  smaller  than  is  allowed  by  code  to  be  planted  as 
a  street  tree.  Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  tree  would  go  back  to  a  nursery  or  a 
holding  place. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee-Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  24,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee-Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

There  were  no  Committee  Reports  given  at  this  time. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
inquired  about  potential  changes  to  the  Planning  Code  in  the  Mayor's  new  Better  Streets 
report  and  asked  whether  Member  Rodgers  would  make  a  presentation  at  a  future 
Council  meeting  about  the  feasibility  of  changing  the  Planning  Code  to  require  new 
street  trees  in  NC  zoning,  currently  exempt  in  the  Planning  Code. 

11.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  inquired  (1)  about  the  availability  of  an 
information  sheet  with  City  department  contacts  for  various  tree  and  landscape  work 
issues;  and  (2)  advised  the  Council  that  the  Aesthetic  Pruning  Club  will  be  having  a 
booth  at  the  Garden  Show  the  week  of  Arbor  Day  and  would  like  to  include  handouts 
about  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  on  urban  forestry 
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issues  and  a  synopsis  of  the  landmark  and  significant  tree  ordinance  if  it  passes  before 
the  show. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:05  p.m. 

The  next  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
February  28,  2006  at  5:30  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.  Fish(£)Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 


FILE  NO.  R-2006-01-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO.  001-06-UFC 
January  13,  2006 


1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  change  the  Council's  regular  meeting 

4  schedule. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  change  the  Council's  regular 

6  meeting  schedule;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

7  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
8 

9  Article  VI  -  Meetings 

1 0  SECTION  5:  MEETINGS 

1 1  Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May, 

12  July,  September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400 

13  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City 

14  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for 

15  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 
16 

17  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Special 

18  Meeting  on  January  13,  2006. 


-V  ■   

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Adopted  (9-0)  (6  Absent) 

Council  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers, 
and  Sacamano 
None 

Council  Members  Blair,  Cornell,  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman,  and  Sullivan 


"  VOTE: 

22  Ayes: 

23  Noes: 
Absent: 

24 
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1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair  (arrived  at  10:30  a.m.),  Boss,  Cohen, 
Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sacamano;  Excused:  Council 
Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman,  and  Sullivan;  Absent:  Council  Member  Cornell 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  25,  2005  and  December  9,  2005  Urban 
Forestry  Council  Regular  Meetings.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Quirke  and 
second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the  Minutes  of  the  October  25,  2005  and  December 
9,  2005  Regular  Meetings  were  adopted  with  no  objection.  No  public  comment  was 
heard  at  this  time.    (Explanatory  Documents:     Final  Minutes  of  the  October  25 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=35621  and  December  9,  2005  Meetings 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=36549  (Word)). 

VOTE:    Approved  (9-0)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Council  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers 
and  Sacamano 


NOES:  None 


ABSENT:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cornell,  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman  and  Sullivan 
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4.  DISCUSSION  AND  ACTION:  Proposed  Amendment  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 
Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5:  Meetings.  The  Council  discussed  and  voted  to  change 
its  meeting  schedule.  Any  change  would  begin  February  2006.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  as  Adopted  on  January  13,  2006  (Word) 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Amend 
iAdopted0ii306.doc.  Resolution  No.  001-06-UFC  Amend  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 
(PDF)  http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res001-06- 
UFCAmendBviaws.pdf,  and  2006  Meeting  Schedule  (Word)) 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UFCMeetinqDates2006 
Adopted011306.doc. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Upon  Motion  by  Council  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Council  Member  Rodgers,  the 
Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws  Article  VI  -  Meetings,  Section  5:  Meetings,  was  amended 
to  adopt  a  new  meeting  schedule  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  follows: 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May, 
July,  September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
400  and  on  the  4th  Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m. 
at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in  February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be 
scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  website 

VOTE:  Approved  (9-0)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Council  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Fisher,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers 
and  Sacamano 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cornell,  Costello,  Griswold,  Herman  and  Sullivan 

5.  DISCUSSION  AND  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Council 
members  discussed  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  proposed  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance. 
Members  did  not  consider  a  resolution  in  regard  to  the  proposed  ordinance.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Landmark  Legislative  Digest.doc  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Landmark%20LeqislativeDiq 
est.doc.  File  R-2006-02  UFC  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  Revisions.doc  (Word) 
http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/File-R-2006- 
2%20UFC%20Landmark%20tree%20ordinance.doc.  Landmark  Ordinance  12.1 9.05. doc  (Word) 
http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/LandmarkOrdinance121905. 
doc  and  Planning  Committee  Recommendations.doc  (Word)) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UFCPIanninqCommitteeReco 
mmendationson12.05LandmarkTree.doc. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 


Urban  Forestry  Council  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 
January  13,  2006  Regular  Meeting 
Page  3 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  on  their  first  reading  the 
proposed  landmark  and  significant  tree  Ordinance  at  their  January  1 0  meeting.  Council 
Member  Sacamano,  Chair  of  the  Planning  Committee  discussed  the  Planning 
Committee's  December  15,  2005  meeting  proposed  recommendations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  on  the  Ordinance  (see  Planning  Committee  Recommendations  document 
referenced  above)  and  Council  Members  agreed  to  the  following  recommendations: 

•  Section  803(7).  Council  Members  discussed  their  concern  and  requested 
clarification  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  Section  803(7),  "Making 
recommendations  to  the  Director  on  appeals  of  applications  for  tree  removal." 
Members  Fisher  and  Milne  discussed  the  importance  of  developing  a  plan, 
procedures,  and  criteria  for  this  process.  Members  agreed  to  request  a  change 
to  wording  on  Section  803(7)  to  "Making  recommendations  to  the  Director  on 
appeals  of  applications  for  landmark  tree  removal." 

•  Section  806(a)(ii),  after  "removal  date,"  add  "if  requested,"  the  Department  shall 
notify  all  interested  San  Francisco  organizations. 

•  Section  807(2)  and  Section  807(f)-Strike  recommendations  to  change  "Zoning 
Administrator"  to  the  "Planning  Department." 

•  Request  the  City  Attorney  to  clarify  in  which  City  Code  references  to  the  Planning 
Department  should  be  located. 

•  Section  810(3)  "Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination"  on  a  request 
that  language  be  inserted  that  Landmark  tree  designation  would  require  a 
majority  vote  of  the  15  members  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council — strike  request  as  it 
is  the  Council's  bylaws  requirement  that  a  majority  vote  is  required. 

•  Section  810(c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book" 
to  add  that  the  Assessor  Recorder's  Office  shall  record  Landmark  trees  on 
property  titles  and  create  a  database  so  pertinent  agencies  can  access  the 
information. 

•  Section  810(d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status-add  a  clause 
that  all  nominated  trees  should  receive  temporary  landmark  designation 
regardless  of  nominating  body. 

•  Section  810(e)  strike  request  of  clarification  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney 
whether  to  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  "Planning  Department"  on  page  21, 
line  23  of  the  December  19,  2005  Ordinance;  but  request  that  clarification  be 
made  on  page  22,  line  2  on  the  line  that  reads  "The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the 
Department  or  such  other  City  Agency,  commission  or  department  with 
jurisdiction..."  whether  to  change  "Zoning  Administrator"  to  "Building 
Department." 
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•  Strike  request  to  make  the  significant  tree  section  separate  from  the  landmark 
tree  legislation.  Member  Boss  expressed  concern  with  the  significant  tree 
section  of  the  Ordinance. 

•  Add  a  recommendation  that  the  Council  is  recommending  to  the  Board  and 
Mayor  that  adequate  funding  be  allocated  to  implement  the  provisions  of  this 
Ordinance. 

Member  Milne  presented  a  proposed  form  letter  addressed  to  the  San  Francisco 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  and  recommended  inserting  the  above  points 
in  the  letter  (Explanatory  Document:  Proposed  Letter  to  San  Francisco  Supervisors 
and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  (PDF)) 

http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ProposedLtrtoSups 
Mavori_andmarkSiqTreeQrd.pdf .  Members  Sacamano  and  Boss  stated  that  they  were  not 
in  support  of  the  second  paragraph  of  the  letter  supporting  the  Ordinance  because 
they  are  not  in  favor  of  the  significant  tree  section. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Arborist,  (1)  commended  the  Urban  Forest 
Council  for  their  work  on  these  issues;  (2)  spoke  in  favor  of  regulating  trees  on 
private  property  (3)  expressed  concern  with  specific  size  criteria  for  defining 
significant  trees;  and  (4)  recommended  developing  a  Task  Force  to  look  at  solution- 
oriented  problems  and  other  Ordinances. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Allen  Grossman  (1)  spoke  in  favor  of  adding  staff  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  and  addressing  this  issue  in  the  Plan;  (2)  explained  that 
Section  143  has  been  in  the  Planning  Code  since  the  1970's  and  always  referred  to 
the  Zoning  Administrator  and  should  not  be  questioned;  (3)  stated  that  property 
owners  should  not  have  100%  control  of  landmark  and  significant  trees  on  their 
property  as  there  should  be  responsibility  to  the  community;  and  (4)  whether 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  trees  that  are  within  10  feet  of  a  right  of  way  and 
more  than  12  inches  in  diameter  would  be  covered  in  the  significant  tree  definition  of 
the  Ordinance,  and  if  the  Department  of  Public  Works  would  have  to  inspect  how 
many  trees  are  within  10  feet  of  the  right  of  way. 

Member  Sacamano  responded  that  the  Ordinance  references  trees  on  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  on  privately  owned 
property,  but  would  not  affect  other  City  agencies. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Keith  Saggers,  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  (1)  congratulated 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Council  Members  in  voting  to  pass  the  landmark 
and  significant  tree  legislation;  (2)  requested  that  the  Council  move  forward  on  the 
development  and  recommendations  for  adoption  of  uniform  criteria  for  the 
designation  of  landmark  trees  (3)  to  keep  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  informed 
of  the  schedule  to  implement  the  Ordinance;  and  (4)  suggested  involving  the 
California  Conservation  Corp. 

Member  Boss  motioned  that  the  Council  support  the  Ordinance  without  the 
significant  tree  portion.  There  was  no  second. 
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Member  Cohen  motioned  and  Member  Blair  seconded  to  adopt  the  letter  to  the  San 
Francisco  Supervisors  and  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  with  an  attachment  of 
recommendations. 

VOTE:  Motion  Failed  (7-2)  (6  Absent) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke,  and  Rodgers 
NOES:  Members  Boss  and  Sacamano 

ABSENT:  Members  Cornell,  Costello,  Fisher,  Griswold,  Herman,  and  Sullivan 

6.  INFORMATION  AND  DISCUSSION:  Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Members 
received  the  final  draft  of  the  Comprehensive  Plan  written  by  Jim  Clark  and  discussed 
subsequent  actions  and  steps  for  the  Plan.  (Explanatory  document:  Comprehensive 
Plan  Jan06.doc  (PDF)) 

httD://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UrbanForestPlandraftJan06.pdf. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  explained  that  comments  from  the  December  Council  meeting  were 
included  in  the  final  draft,  and  comments  that  were  not  included  were  not  in  Dr.  Clark's 
scope  of  work.  Council  Members  were  asked  to  forward  revisions  and  additions  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  for  review  at  the  next  two  Planning  Committee  meetings. 
The  final  draft  would  then  be  presented  to  the  full  Council  for  a  vote  at  their  February  28 
meeting  and  then  sent  to  the  Planning  Department  to  include  in  their  General  Plan. 

Council  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Plan  requires  a  higher  budget 
to  produce  a  plan  that  could  be  incorporated  into  the  General  Plan  and  that  the  Planning 
Department  may  be  able  to  secure  funding  next  year.  Members  Rodgers  and 
Sacamano  agreed  that  the  title  of  the  Plan  should  be  changed  to  Preliminary  Report. 
Chair  Milne  recommended  that  the  Planning  Committee  discuss  alternatives  to  the  title 
to  bring  back  to  the  full  Council  for  consideration. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Allen  Grossman  (1)  quoted  Section  1204(a)  of  the  Ordinance 
establishing  the  Urban  Forest  Council  that  reads  "to  assure  well  guided  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees,  the  Council  shall  develop  and  adopt  a  long-term  Comprehensive 
Plan  that  sets  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  private  and  public  trees"  therefore; 
the  plan  should  be  titled  the  Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  (2)  stated  that  Friends  of 
the  Urban  Forest  did  not  prepare  or  fund  State  of  the  Urban  Forest  Report  (1992);  that  it 
was  prepared  by  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  funded  by  a  grant  through  various  programs 
with  the  help  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  (3)  recommended  that  the 
Comprehensive  Urban  Forest  Plan  contain  everything  that  is  in  the  State  of  the  Urban 
Forest  Report. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Public  Notice  of  2006  Subscription  and  Renewal  of  Urban  Forest 
Council  and  Committee  Notices  and  Agendas  (Explanatory  Document:  Subscription 
Request  Form  (Word)) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SubscriptiontoaqendasNoticedoc. 
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Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  announced  that  a  "Public  Notice  of  2006  Subscription 
and  Renewal  of  Urban  Forest  Council  and  Committee  Notices  and  Agendas"  was 
emailed  to  all  subscribers  on  Tuesday,  January  10,  2006.  A  response  would  be  required 
by  Friday,  February  17,  2006  to  maintain  a  subscription  to  the  Council  and  Committees' 
agenda  mailing  lists.  New  subscribers  were  urged  to  complete  the  form  and  return  it  to 
the  Council  Secretary. 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities 
(Explanatory  Document:    Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  January  2006  (Word) 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviron^ 
port.doc. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  he  would  be  drafting  a  letter  advising  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  would  be  available  to  work  on  the 
new  tasks  indicated  in  the  new  landmark  and  significant  tree  Ordinance.  A  draft  of 
criteria  for  removal  of  trees  would  be  created  to  discuss  at  the  March  Council  meeting 
and  then  would  be  placed  for  a  vote  for  the  April  agenda.  Coordinator  Harte  asked  that 
Council  Members  participate  in  Arbor  Day  scheduled  for  March  this  year.  Other  issues 
discussed  are  noticed  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report. 

Public  Comment:  In  reference  to  the  Green  Holiday  Tree  Program,  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt 
stated  that  the  #5  container  size  tree  is  smaller  than  is  allowed  by  code  to  be  planted  as 
a  street  tree.  Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  tree  would  go  back  to  a  nursery  or  a 
holding  place. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee-Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  24,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee-Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

There  were  no  Committee  Reports  given  at  this  time. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
inquired  about  potential  changes  to  the  Planning  Code  in  the  Mayor's  new  Better  Streets 
report  and  asked  whether  Member  Rodgers  would  make  a  presentation  at  a  future 
Council  meeting  about  the  feasibility  of  changing  the  Planning  Code  to  require  new 
street  trees  in  NC  zoning,  currently  exempt  in  the  Planning  Code. 

1 1 .  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  inquired  (1)  about  the  availability  of  an 
information  sheet  with  City  department  contacts  for  various  tree  and  landscape  work 
issues;  and  (2)  advised  the  Council  that  the  Aesthetic  Pruning  Club  will  be  having  a 
booth  at  the  Garden  Show  the  week  of  Arbor  Day  and  would  like  to  include  handouts 
about  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  on  urban  forestry 


Urban  Forestry  Council  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 
January  13,  2006  Regular  Meeting 
Page  7 


issues  and  a  synopsis  of  the  landmark  and  significant  tree  ordinance  if  it  passes  before 
the  show. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:05  p.m. 

The  next  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
February  28,  2006  at  5:30  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  w ww.sfenviron ment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica. FishfgjSfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  February  28,  2006 


,  cou 


SF  Environment 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 

Tuesday,  February  28,  2006,  5:30PM 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 
FEB  2  7  2006 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

02-27-07  All  14  RCV0 


Terry  Milne 
Chair 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Dr.  Larry  Costello 
Bonnie  Fisher 
Kelly  Cornell 
SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department 


David  Habert 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 


Steve  Griswold 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke 
Michael  J.  Sullivan 

Mark  Sustarich 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 

AnMarie  Rodgers 

SF  Planning  Department 


Paul  Sacamano 
SF  Department  of  Public  Works 


Alexis  Harte 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator 

Grace  Ma 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Regular 
Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Permeable  Sidewalk  Landscape  Permit.  Mr.  Black  will  explain  the 
permeable  sidewalk  landscape  permit  process  and  fee  for  planting  trees,  shrubs  and 
other  vegetation.  (Explanatory  documents:  Landscape  Permit  Fee,  Landscape  permitting 
instructions  1-27-06,  Landscp2  legislation,  Permit  Application,  Sidewalk  Landscape 
Permits) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Rob  Black,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Mr.  Harte  will  present  a 
final  version  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  incorporates  comments  from  the  Planning 
Committee  and  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Council  members  may  vote  on  a  resolution  to 
approve  the  plan.  (Explanatory  documents:  Urban  Forest  Plan  Feb06_final,  File-R-2006- 
3-UFC  Urban  Forest  Plan) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

6.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  an  update  on  the 
development  of  landmark  tree  criteria.  The  Council  will  discuss  their  role  in  this  program 
and  as  an  advisory  group. 

Sponsors:  Alexis  Harte  and  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  March  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  March  16,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 


9. 


CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 


10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 


more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf(g>sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www. stgov.org. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's 
webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish(5),Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  February  23,  2006 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 
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URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


Landscape  Permit  Fee 


Landscape  Permitting  Instructions  012706 


^  Public  Works  Code-sidewalk  landscape  permits  Ordinance 


^  Permit  Application 


3  Sidewalk  Landscape  Permits 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Budget  Form  2c 

Fee  Cost  Recovery  Form  (  New  or  Continuing  Fee) 


Fee  Description  :     Tree  Permit 


Department  Providing  Service  :     DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Index  Code  of  Proposed  Revenue  : 


Fee  Administrator  : 


SubObject  of  Proposed  Revenue  : 


Code  Authorization/Proposed  Fee  Ordinance/File  No.  : 


Fee  Status : 


Detailed  Service  Description  : 


New 

Continuing 


Proposed  Fee  (FY  2006-07) : 
Current  Fee  (FY  2005-06) : 


186.69 


FY  2006-07  Fee  (Proposed) : 
FY  2005-06  Fee  (Current) : 


$  186.69  Proposed  Fee  Increase/Decrease : 

$  -  %  Proposed  Fee  Change  from  Current  Fee  : 


Fee  Prior  to  Current : 

Current  Fee  Increase/Decrease  from  Prior  Fee  : 


186.69 


Fiscal  Year  of  Prior  Fee  Change  : 

%  Current  Fee  Change  from  Prior  Fee  : 


S  186.69 


1  00  l)U% 


FY 

NA 


PROCESSING  FEE 


FY  2006-07  Estimated  Revenue  Derived  From  Service 


  A   Quantity  Estimated 

(#  of  Units  of  Service  Provided) 


50 


B    Fee  per  Unit  (Proposed ) 


C    FY  2006-07  Revenue  Budgeted  (A*B) 


187 


9,334 


FY  2006-07  Estimated  Costs  To  Provide  Service 


D   Direct  Costs 


FY  2006-07 
Cost 

Estimated     %  of  Total 


Productive  Labor  &  Benefits  (0.75  of  FY  2006-07  Salary  &  MFB)  S 

Leave  &  Non-Productive  Time  (0.25  of  FY  2006-07  Salary  &  MFB  S 
Space  Rental  Equivalent 

Non-Labor  S 


E   Indirect  Costs 

Departmental  Overhead  * 
Central  Services  Overhead ' 


Rate 

69.26% 
9.54% 


5.131 
1.079 


2.746 
378 


54.97% 
1 1  56% 
0.00% 
000% 

29  42% 
4.05% 


F  FY  2006-07  Direct  &  Indirect  Costs 


9,334 


100.00% 


FY  2006-07  Revenue  Recovery  Rate  (C/F) 
Required  Fee  For  100%  Cost  Recovery  (F/A) 
Over  (+)  or  Under  (-)  100%  Cost  Recovery  (B-H) 


100.00% 
186.69 


FY  2006-07  Estimated  Revenue  |  (1)  *  A  |  : 
FY  2005-06  Estimated  Revenue  |  (2)  *  A  |  : 


9,334.35 


FY  2006-07  Estimated  Revenue  Increase/Decrease  Based  on  Proposed  Fee  : 


9J34.35 


*  For  Departmental  &  Central  Services  Overhead  Rates  -  Refer  to  Master  Fee  Schedule  FY  2005-06  or  consult  Controller  at  554-5268 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


(415)641-2675 
FAX  (415)  695-2147 
http://www.sfdpw.org 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry 

2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Gavin  Newsom,  Mayor 


SIDEWALK  LANDSCAPING  PERMIT 
INFORMATION  SHEET 


Green  spaces  are  vital  to  San  Francisco's  quality  of  life  as  they  provide  a  range  of  environmental  benefits  and  bring  beauty  to  our 
neighborhoods  and  commercial  districts.  A  permit  is  required  to  ensure  that  landscaping  in  sidewalk  areas  is  properly  constructed  and 
maintained  in  order  to  maximize  environmental  benefits,  protect  public  safety,  and  limit  conflicts  with  infrastructure. 

Permit  Application  Materials 

Submit  the  following  materials  by  mail  to  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry;  Attn:  Sidewalk-Landscape  Permit;  2323  Cesar  Chavez 
Street;  San  Francisco,  CA  94124. 

□  Completed  application  form  signed  by  the  property  Owner  or  Owner's  agent. 

□  A  plan  drawing  of  the  proposed  sidewalk  plantings. 

See  the  Sidewalk-Landscaping  Permit  Application  Form  and  Sample  Drawing  for  requirements. 

□  $1 85  non-refundable  fee  per  project.  (Project  may  be  a  single  or  multiple  properties  within  the  same  block  or 
intersection.)  Check  shall  be  payable  to:  CCSF-DPW-  BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY. 

Permitting  and  Construction  Process 

1 .  Submit  the  Application  Materials  as  noted  above. 

2.  Call  415-641-2676  to  schedule  the  required  pre-construction  site  inspection  to  evaluate  the  proposed  landscape  plans  in 
regards  to  existing  infrastructure  and  transportation  elements  per  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  Accessibility  Guidelines, 
California  Building  Code  Title  24  and  other  relevant  regulatory  codes  and  guidelines.  Schedule  an  inspection  at  least 
two  (2)  weeks  before  the  anticipated  start  of  construction.  Attend  the  scheduled  pre-construction  site  inspection. 

3.  Issuance  of  permit  is  subject  to  staff  approval.  Applicant  will  be  notified  of  any  required  changes  or  receipt  of  permit  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  onsite  inspection. 

4.  Call  Underground  Service  Alert  at  800-227-2600  at  least  two  (2)  days  prior  to  digging  to  check  for  the  location  of  your 
underground  utilities.  There  is  no  charge  for  this  service.  See  www.USAnorth.org  for  further  details. 

5.  Proceed  with  demolition  and  installation.  It  is  recommended  to  use  a  licensed  and  insured  contractor.  Work  may  be 
conducted  by  Owner  as  general  contractor. 

6.  Call  415-641-2676  at  least  (1)  one  week  in  advance  to  schedule  a  final  inspection  to  be  conducted  once  work  is 
completed.  Attend  the  scheduled  post-construction  site  inspection. 

7.  DPW  staff  will  sign-off  on  the  project  or  inform  the  applicant  of  any  changes  required  to  comply  with  the  plans  as 
permitted.  If  changes  are  necessary,  an  additional  post-construction  site  inspection  will  be  required. 


KEEP  THESE  INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  YOUR  REFERENCE 


SEE  REVERSE  FOR  PERMEABLE  SIDEWALK-LANDSCAPE  GUIDELINES 

For  more  information  call  the  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  at  641-2676 


"IMPROVING  THE  QUALITY  OF  LIFE  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO" 
We  are  dedicated  individuals  committed  to  teamwork,  customer  service  and  continuous  improvement  in  partnership  with  the  community. 

Customer  Service  Teamwork  Continuous  Improvement 


SIDEWALK  LANDSCAPING  GUIDELINES 


1 .  In  no  case  shall  new  landscaping  result  in  an  unobstructed  sidewalk  width  of  less  than  48  inches,  or  increase  the  cross-slope  of  the 
portion  of  the  sidewalk  designated  as  an  accessible  path-of-travel  for  ADA  purposes. 

2.  Street  tree  plantings  are  also  strongly.encouraged.  A  separate  permit  is  required  for  street  trees  and  may  be  submitted  together  with 
the  sidewalk  landscaping  permit.  For  information  on  planting  a  street  tree,  call  DPW-BUF  at  (415)  641-2675  or  go  online  at 
hUp://www.sfgov^g/site/uploadedfiles/sfdpw/buf/StreetTreeGuidelines.pdf. 

3.  Plant  species  are  subject  to  staff  approval.  Plants  shall  not  pose  a  hazard  to  public  health.  To  conserve  water,  plant  species  requiring 
minimal  irrigation  and  adapted  to  local  site  and  climate  conditions  are  recommended. 

4.  For  environmental  reasons,  tree  plantings  are  strongly  encouraged.  For  information  on  the  allowed  location  of  trees  refer  to  the  Street 
Tree  location  guidelines  from  SFDPWand  online  at  hUp://www.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfdpw/buf/StreetTreeGuidelines.pdf. 

5.  For  environmental  and  accessibility  reasons,  raised  planters  are  discouraged.  In  locations  where  in-ground  plantings  are  not  allowed, 
raised  planters  may  be  permitted.  It  is  recommended  that  an  applicant  desiring  raised  planters  contact  SFDPW  to  discuss  this  option. 

6.  A  minimum  of  24-inch  from  the  face  of  the  curb  shall  remain  accessible  and  clear  of  landscaping  where  curbside  parking  exists 

7.  For  each  curbside  parking  space  (approximately  20  feet  of  curb),  a  minimum  48-inch  wide  accessible  path  is  required  to  pass 
perpendicularly  from  the  curb  to  the  sidewalk  path-of-travel.  This  path  shall  be  located  at  the  approximate  centerline  of  each  curbside 
parking  stall,  and  must  be  made  of  concrete,  pavers  or  brick  and  must  be  set  on  a  firm  base. 

8.  Surfaces  other  than  the  curbside  parking  path  in  item  #8  may  be  made  of  pavers,  permeable  pavers,  bricks,  compacted  crushed 
stone,  concrete,  permeable  concrete  or  other  firm  and  level  material  clear  of  tripping  hazards.  Any  such  material  must  be  set  on  a  firm 
base. 

9.  Sidewalk-landscape  plantings  may  not  exceed  3  feet  in  height  in  the  following  locations: 

a.  Within  25  feet  in  front  of  a  traffic  sign  or  signal 

b.  Within  25  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  approach  to  an  intersection  and  1 0  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  exit  from  an 

intersection  as  the  traffic  flows,  if  property  is  within  25  feet  of  a  street  intersection. 

1 0.  A  raised  edging  treatment  is  required  at  both  ends  of  the  landscaped  area  to  indicate  the  presence  of  landscaping  to  visually-impaired 
pedestrians.  The  edging  treatment  must  be  at  least  6  inches  and  no  more  than  15  inches  tall  from  the  grade  of  the  sidewalk.  It  made 
be  made  of  wood,  stone,  decorative  metal  or  other  material,  subject  to  staff  review. 

1 1 .  Other  raised  structures,  decorative  and/or  protective  fencing  may  require  additional  permits. 

1 2.  The  grade  of  the  planted  area  shall  be  at  least  one  inch  lower  than  the  grade  of  the  Sidewalk.  Landscaping  and  edging  treatments  shall 
allow  water  to  drain  from  the  sidewalk  into  the  landscaped  area. 

13.  Any  parking  signs,  street  lights,  utility  poles  or  other  above-ground  infrastructure  must  remain  set  within  concrete  for  adequate 
anchoring. 

14.  Street  lights,  utility  poles,  mailboxes,  trash  receptacles,  bike  racks,  and  other  street  fixtures  with  the  exception  of  parking  meters  must 
remain  accessible  by  a  36-inch  clear  path  perpendicular  to  the  curb,  as  measured  from  the  centerline  of  the  fixture. 

15.  Points  of  access  to  underground  utilities  must  remain  unobstructed.  Plantings  adjacent  to  such  points  of  access  shall  be  kept  a 
minimum  of  6  inches  clear  from  all  sides. 

16.  Sidewalk-landscape  plantings  are  NOT  permitted  in  the  following  cases: 

a.  If  the  existing  sidewalk  is  less  than  7  feet  wide. 

b.  Adjacent  to  existing  Bus  Zones  where  the  sidewalk  is  less  than  or  equal  to  15  feet. 

c.  Adjacent  to  an  existing  designated  Blue  (Handicap)  Parking  Zone. 

d.  Adjacent  to  an  existing  Crosswalk  Zone. 

e.  Within  curb  return  (the  curved  portion  of  the  sidewalk  at  intersections). 

f.  If  impacting  existing  or  potential  curb  ramp  locations. 

g.  Within  5  feet  of  a  fire  hydrant. 

17.  The  permit  holder  is  responsible  for  maintaining  the  sidewalk-landscape  in  compliance  with  DPW  Order  #  91  in  a  condition  that  is 
safe  to  pedestrians  and  vehicular  traffic,  free  of  litter  and  unsightly  weeds,  and  for  maintaining  the  health  of  plants  with  appropriate 
pruning,  watering,  and  other  care  as  needed,  and  ensuring  that  landscaping  does  not  encroach  into  the  48-inch  accessible  path  of 
travel  as  described  in  #1  above. 

18.  The  property  owner  shall  check  for  the  presence  of  underground  utilities  in  the  area  of  proposed  plantings  and  shall  be  solely 
responsible  in  avoiding  interference  with  or  damage  to  electric  or  telephone  conduits,  sewers  and  other  utilities. 


KEEP  THESE  INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  YOUR  REFERENCE 

Revised  01/27/06  = 


FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


1      [Public  Works  Code  -  sidewalk  landscape  permits.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  the  Public  Works  Code  by  amending  Section  801  to  add  to  the 

4  purposes;  by  adding  Section  812  to  establish  a  permit  process  for  sidewalk 

5  landscaping  installation  and  removal,  including  administrative  and  inspection  fees;  and 

6  making  environmental  findings. 

7  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strike  through  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

8  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

10  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

1 1  Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 

12  actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 

13  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 

14  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein 

15  by  reference. 

16  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

17  Sections  801  to  read  as  follows: 

18  SEC.  801.  PURPOSE. 

19  The  San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  is  enacted  to  further  the  following 

20  public  purposes: 

21  (a)     To  realize  the  optimum  public  benefits  of  trees  on  the  City's  streets  and  public 

22  places,  including  favorable  modification  of  microclimates,  abatement  of  air  and  noise  pollution, 

23  reduction  of  soil  erosion  and  runoff,  enhancement  of  the  visual  environment,  and  promotion  of 

24  community  pride; 
25 
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1  (b)     To  integrate  street  planting  and  maintenance  with  other  urban  elements  and 

2  amenities,  including  but  not  limited  to  utilities,  vehicular  and  pedestrian  traffic,  and 

3  enhancement  of  views  and  solar  access; 

4  (c)      To  promote  efficient,  cost  effective  management  of  the  City's  urban  forest  by 

5  coordinating  public  and  private  efforts  within  a  comprehensive  and  professional  management 

6  system; 

7  (d)     To  reduce  the  public  hazard,  nuisance,  and  expense  occasioned  by  improper 

8  tree  selection,  planting,  and  maintenance; 

9  (e)     To  provide  for  the  creation  of  an  equitable,  sustained,  and  reliable  means  of 

1 0  funding  urban-forest  management  throughout  the  City; 

11  (f)      To  create  and  maintain  a  unified  urban-forest  resource,  enhancing  the  City's 

12  overall  character  and  sense  of  place. 

1 3  (g)     To  recognize  that  trees  are  an  essential  part  of  the  City's  aesthetic  environment 

14  and  that  the  removal  of  important  trees  should  be  addressed  through  appropriate  public 

15  participation  and  dialogue,  including  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (Public 

16  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq. 

17  (h)       To  recognize  that  green  spaces  are  vital  to  San  Francisco 's  quality  of  life  as  they 

18  provide  a  range  of  environmental  benefits  and  bring  beauty  to  our  neighborhoods  and  commercial 

19  districts. 

20  (i)       To  ensure  that  landscaping  in  sidewalk  areas  is  properly  constructed  and  maintained  in 

21  order  to  maximize  environmental  benefits,  protect  public  safety,  and  limit  conflicts  with  infrastructure. 

22  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 

23  Section  812,  to  read  as  follows: 

24  SEC.  812  SIDEWALK  LANDSCAPE  PERMITS. 
25 
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1  (a)  Permit  for  Installation  or  Removal  of  Sidewalk  Landscaping.  Permits  to  install  or  remove 

2  sidewalk  landscaping  shall  be  subject  to  the  rules  and  procedures  applicable  to  planting  and  removal 

3  of  street  trees  under  Section  806(b). 

4  (b)  Permit  Decision. 

5   (I)  The  Director  of  the  Department,  in  his  or  her  discretion,  may  approve,  conditionally 

6  approve,  or  disapprove  the  requested  permit.  When  issuing  permits,  the  Director  may  impose  any 

7  conditions  consistent  with  the  public  health,  sa  fety,  welfare,  and  convenience,  including,  but  not  limited 

8  to,  appropriate  time,  place,  and  manner  restrictions  and  considerations  to  minimize  neighborhood 

9  impacts. 

10   (2)  All  sidewalk  landscape  permits  are  revocable  at  the  will  of  the  Director.  In 

1 1  addition,  when,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works,  the  public  interest  or  convenience  will 

12  be  served  by  the  removal  of  the  dirt,  debris,  materials  and  equipment  or  any  portion  thereof  from  the 

1 3  sidewalk  space,  the  Director  shall  modify,  condition,  or  revoke  the  permit  accordingly. 

14  (c)  Fees.  The  administrative  fee  for  installation  of  sidewalk  landscaping  is  $  200. 00.  Fees  for 

15  removal  of  sidewalk  landscaping  shall  be  the  same  as  the  fee  charged  for  permits  to  remove  street 

16  trees. 

17  (d)  Minimum  Requirements. 

18   (I)  Application.  Permit  application  shall  include  a  drawing  of  the  proposed  landscape 

19  and  any  relevant  site  plans.  The  applicant  shall:  (a)  accurately  label  landscape  elements  and  plants,  (b) 

20  depict  location  and  dimensions  of  landscape  elements  and  plants,  and  (c)  provide  additional 

21  information  that  describes  the  project. 

22   (2)  Plant  Species  and  Trees. 

23 

24 
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1   (a)  Plants  cannot  pose  a  hazard  to  public  health.  To  conserve  water,  plant 

2  species  requiring  minimal  irrigation  and  adopted  to  local  side  and  climate  conditions  are 

3  recommended.  All  plant  species  are  subject  to  Department  approval. 

4   (b)  Tree  plantings  as  part  of  the  landscape  design  are  strongly  encouraged, 

5  provided,  however,  that  the  permittee  shall  obtain  a  street  tree  planting  permit  from  the  Department  in 

6  accordance  with  this  Article  prior  to  installation  of  the  street  tree(s).  

7  '   (3)  Accessibility,  Path  o  f  Travel,  and  Design  Considerations  . 

8   (a)  In  no  case  shall  the  new  sidewalk-landscape  result  in  an  unobstructed 

9  sidewalk  width  of  less  than  48  inches  or  increase  the  cross-slope  of  the  portion  of  the  sidewalk 

10  designated  as  an  accessible  path-o  f-travel. 

1 1   (b)  Where  curbside  parking  exists,  the  design  shall  include  a  minimum  24-inch 

12  clearance  area  from  the  face  of  the  curb  that  extends  from  one  end  of  the  landscaped  area  to  the  other. 

13  This  area  shall  remain  accessible  and  clear  of  landscaping.  In  addition,  where  there  is  a  street  fixture. 

14  such  as  streetlight,  utility  pole,  mailbox,  public  trash  receptacle,  public  bicycle  rack,  and  other  street 

15  fixture,  the  design  shall  provide  for  a  36-inch  clear  path  perpendicular  to  the  curb,  as  measured  from 

16  the  centerline  of  the  fixture.  The  only  street  fixture  that  is  excluded  from  this  requirement  is  a  parking 

17  meter. 

18   (c)  For  each  curbside  parking  space  (approximately  20  feet  of  curb  length),  the 

19  design  is  required  to  include  a  minimum  48-inch  wide  accessible  path  that  is  perpendicular  and 

20  connects  the  curb  to  the  sidewalk  path  of  travel.  This  path  shall  be  located  at  the  approximate 

21-  centerline  of  each  curbside  parking  space;  must  be  made  of  concrete,  pavers,  or  brick;  and  must  be  set 

22  on  a  firm  base. 

23   (d)  Other  than  as  specified  above  in  Subsection  (3)(c).  surfaces  other  than  the 

24  curbside  parking  path  may  be  made  o  f  pavers,  permeable  pavers,  bricks,  compacted  crushed  stone. 
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1  concrete,  permeable  concrete,  or  other  firm  and  level  material  that  is  clear  of  tripping  hazards.  Any 

2  such  material  shall  be  set  on  a  firm  base. 

3   (e)  Sidewalk  landscaping  plantings  shall  not  exceed  3  feet  in  height  in  the 

4  following  locations:  (i)  Within  25  feet  in  front  of  a  traffic  sign  or  signal  or  (ii)  if  the  property  is  within 

5  25  feet  of  a  street  intersection,  within  25  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  approach  to  an  intersection  and 

6  10  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  exit  from  an  intersection  as  the  traffic  flows. 

7   (f)  A  raised  edging  treatment  shall  be  required  at  both  ends  of  the  landscaped 

8  area  to  indicate  the  presence  of  landscaping  to  visually-impaired  pedestrians.  The  edging  treatment 

9  shall  be  at  least  6  inches  but  no  more  than  15  inches  tall  as  measured  from  the  grade  of  the  sidewalk. 

10  The  edging  shall  be  subject  to  review  and  approval  of  the  Department  and  may  be  made  of  wood,  stone, 

1 1  decorative  metal,  or  other  materials.    The  Department  may  require  a  permittee  who  proposed  other 

12  raised  structures  and  certain  types  of  decorative  or  protective  fencing  to  obtain  a  separate 

13  Departmental  permit. 

14   (g)  The  grade  of  the  planted  area  shall  be  at  least  one-inch  lower  than  the  grade 

15  of  sidewalk  and  landscaping  and  edging  treatments  shall  allow  water  to  drain  from  the  sidewalk  into 

16  the  landscaped  area. 

17   (h)  Due  to  environmental  and  accessibility  reasons,  raised  planters  are  strongly 

18  discouraged;  provided,  however,  that  in  locations  where  in-ground  plantings  are  not  allowed  or 

19  conditions  make  in-ground  plantings  impractical,  the  Department  may  authorize  use  of  such  planters. 

20   (4)  Street  Fixtures  and  Utilities. 

21    (a)  Permittees  shall  not  alter  any  Department-approved  encroachments,  parking 

22  signs,  street  lights,  utility  poles,  or  other  above-ground  infrastructure  owned  or  controlled  by  utilities 

23  without  prior  approval  of  the  Department  and  any  effected  utility. 
24 
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1   (b)  All  points  of  access  to  underground  utilities  shall  remain  unobstructed. 

2  Further,  plantings  or  landscape  design  features  adjacent  to  such  point  of  access  shall  be  installed  no 

3  closer  than  6  inches  from  the  points  of  access.  

4  (e)  Sidewalk-landscape  permits  are  prohibited  in  the  following  cases:  (a)  the  existing  sidew  alk 

5  is  less  than  7  feet  wide;  (b)  adjacent  to  existing  bus  zones  where  the  sidewalk  is  less  than  or  equal  to 

6  15  feet;  (c)  adjacent  to  existing  designated  blue  (disabled)  parking  zones;  (c)  adjacent  to  an  existing 

7  crosswalk  zone;  (e)  within  a  curb  return;  (f)  within  or  in  any  way  affecting  an  existing  or  potential  curb 

8  ramp  location;  or  (g)  within  five  feet  of  afire  hydrant. 

9  (f)   The  permit  holder  is  responsible  for  maintaining  the  sidewalk-landscape  area  in  a 

10  condition  that  is  safe  to  pedestrians  and  vehicular  traffic  and  free  of  litter  and  unsightly  weeds.  The 

1 1  permit  holder  also  is  responsible  to  maintain  the  health  of plants  with  appropriate  pruning,  watering, 

12  and  other  care. 

13  (g)  Waiver  of  Requirements.  The  Director,  in  his  or  her  discretion,  may  waive  any  of  the 

14  substantive  requirements  for  a  sidewalk  landscape  permit.  The  Director  may  issue  a  waiver  only  after 

15  holding  a  public  hearing  on  the  waiver  request  and  issuing  a  written  decision  concerning  whether  the 

16  waiver  will  be  granted,  conditionally  granted;  or  denied.  When  issuing  such  waivers,  the  Director  may 

17  impose  any  conditions  consistent  with  the  public  health,  safety,  welfare,  and  convenience. 

18  (h)  Regulations.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this  Section,  the  Director,  after  a 

19  public  hearing,  may  adopt  such  orders,  policies,  regulations,  rules,  or  standard  plans  and 

20  specifications  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  in  order  to  preserve  and  maintain  the  public  health,  safety. 

21  welfare,  and  convenience.  Such  orders,  policies,  regulations,  or  rules  may  include,  but  are  not  limited 

22  to,  permit  application  materials,  site  conditions,  replanting,  landscape  design  modifications,  and 

23  accessibility  of  sidewalks  and  streets.  When  such  orders,  policies,  regulations  or  rules  will  affect  the 

24  operations  and  enforcement  of  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  or  the  Municipal  Railway,  the 
25 
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2 


Director  shall  consult  with  and  provide  an  opportunity  to  comment  to  the  General  Manager  of  the 


Municipal  Transportation  Agency  prior  to  adoption  of  such  orders,  policies,  regulations,  or  rules. 


3 
4 

5      APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

7  By: 


9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


John  D.  Malamut 
8  Deputy  City  Attorney 
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PERMEABLE  SIDEWALK-LANDSCAPING  PERMIT  APPLICATION  FORM 


CCSF  -  DPW  -  BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY 

2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94124 
415-641-2676  (Ph)  415-695-2147  (Fax) 


For  Bureau  USe  Only  Approved  by    Date    PERMIT  # 


Submit  completed  application  via  mail  to  address  shown  above.  Incomplete  applications  will  be  returned. 

Application  is  hereby  made  under  provision  of  Article  16  of  the  Public  Works  Code  for  permission  to  install  landscaping  in  or  on  the  sidewalk 
adjacent  to  the  premises  located  at: 


1  LOCATION 

Street  Number  &  Name  I  I  I  I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

Opcode]  |  |  |      |  |  -  L_J  I  I  I 

Cross  Street  I  I  I  I  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |_ 


(St.  Ave.,  Blvd.,  CI,  etc)  (Apt  #) 


2  DESCRIPTION  Provide  a  brief  text  description  of  the  project  below.  Describe  the  proposed  landscaping  including  any 

structures  or  materials  other  than  plants  such  as  pavers,  rocks,  fences,  etc.  Make  note  of  any  proposed 
trees  and/or  other  landscape  features. 


3  PROPOSED  PLAN  Provide  a  to-scale  site  plan  drawing  indicating  the  proposed  changes  to  the  sidewalk  area  under 

consideration.  Indicate  sidewalk  dimension,  property  boundary,  curb  and  location  of  existing  street  trees, 
utilities,  light  poles,  street  signs  and  any  other  encroachments  to  remain.  Indicate  areas  of  new  plantings, 
location  of  new  trees,  and  permeable  surfaces. 

4  PLANT  LIST  Quantity         Species  (Attach  additional  list  as  needed) 


OWNER  INFO  | 

~\h/lr.  }ms. 

Last  Name  I 

Ill  

I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

I        I  I 

First  Name  \      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

Street  #  and  Name  |      I      I      I      I      I       I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

(St,  Ave.  Blvd..  Ct.,  etc) 

(Apt  #) 

City  | 

I       I  I 

State  | 

II       Zip:\      |      |      |      |      |  - 

I        I        I        I  I 

Phone  Number  | 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  -  I  I 

Fax  Number  \ 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  -  I  I 

CONTACT  PERSON  | 

I  Check  here  if  same  as  above 

Last  Name  I 

I        I        I        I        I        I        I  I 

I      I  J 

First  Name  \      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

Company/Agency/Organization  |       |       |       |       |       |       [       j       j       |       |  : 

Phone  Number  \ 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  -  I  I 

Fax  Number  \ 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  -  I  I 

7  SIGNATURE  I  agree  to  hold  harmless  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  its  agents,  officers  and  employees  from 

any  damage  or  injury  caused  by  reason  of  planting,  placement,  maintenance,  or  removal  of  the  planter  or 
plants.  The  owner  or  owners  of  the  respective  property  shall  be  solely  liable  for  any  damages. 


Signature  (check  one)  j  \  Property  Owner  Date 

j  I  Owner's  Agent 

J:\applications\Landscape  permit  application 
Revised  01/27/06 


; 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 
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This  Urban  Forest  Plan  is  intended  for  use  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  It  is  the  first  step  in  a  process 
that  will  incorporate  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  San  Francisco's  General  Plan. 

Dr.  Jim  Clark  of  HortScience  prepared  this  report  with  direction  and  input  from  the  Urban  Forest  Council  Planning 
Committee  and  the  Department  of  the  Environment  Urban  Forest  Program  staff. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  approved  this  document  on  February  xx,  2006  and  it  was  forwarded  to  the  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  xx,  2006. 

Please  direct  comments  or  questions  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator, 
Alexis  Harte,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  415-355-3764,  alexis.harte@sfgov.org  or  Grace  Ma, 
Urban  Forest  Associate,  415-355-3731,  grace.ma@sfgov.org. 
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Executive  Summary 
San  Francisco  Urban  Forest  Plan 

February  2006 


People  appreciate  and  enjoy  San  Francisco's  668,000  trees.  Few  trees  in  this  unique  urban  forest  arose  naturally- 
almost  all  were  planted.  The  framework  of  this  forest  was  established  during  an  intense  burst  of  tree  planting  that 
occurred  in  the  late  1800s  and  early  1900s.  City  government,  the  Army,  citizens,  and  real  estate  developers  all 
took  part,  planting  trees  by  the  thousands.  But  since  the  1920s,  planting  of  new  trees  has  not  kept  pace  with  losses 
due  to  old  age,  disease,  storms,  civic  improvement,  and  development. 

Today,  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  can  be  characterized  as  inconsistent  and  incomplete.  Though  a  framework  of 
planting  was  begun,  it  was  never  completed.  Trees  that  were  established  in  the  early  years  of  the  last  century  are 
nearing  the  end  of  their  life  spans.  Many  parts  of  the  city  are  severely  deficient  in  the  number,  extent  and  quality  of 
plantings.  Others  are  greatly  in  need  of  proper  maintenance  and  support  to  deal  with  the  unique  challenges  and 
stresses  of  the  urban  environment. 

The  urban  forest  contributes  significantly  to  the  amenity  of  the  city  and  its  desirability  as  a  place  to  live,  work  and 
visit.  Our  city  trees  play  a  valuable  role  in  the  identity  of  the  city  and  in  reinforcing  a  sense  of  place.  The  urban 
forest  provides  an  important  social  benefit,  heightening  the  sensory  experience  of  nature  in  the  city-filtering  light, 
adding  color,  providing  needed  shade,  privacy  and  restoring  the  mental  fatigue  suffered  by  its  residents  and 
visitors.  In  addition  to  these  qualitative  benefits,  our  urban  forest  also  performs  important  environmental  functions 
such  as  removing  287  tons  of  atmospheric  pollutants  and  5,100  tons  of  carbon  each  year. 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  owned  and  managed  by  a  diverse  mix  of  City,  state  and  federal  agencies  as  well  as 
the  private  sector.  On  most  City  streets,  the  property  owner  and  City  share  responsibility  for  trees.  There  has  been 
little  coordination  in  the  care  of  trees  among  the  parks,  golf  courses,  streets  and  communities  that  form  the  bulk  of 
the  forest.  The  public  and  elected  officials  have  failed  to  fund  urban  forest  activities  at  the  level  commensurate  with 
its  importance  to  the  community. 

The  City's  Urban  Forest  Council,  composed  of  citizens  and  professionals,  recognizes  that  action  must  be  taken  to 
arrest  the  decline  in  the  size  of  the  urban  forest,  to  regain  lost  ground  and  to  rekindle  the  spirit  of  tree  planting  that 
occurred  100  years  ago. 

To  that  end,  the  Council  has  prepared  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  which  reviews  the  creation  of  San  Francisco's  urban 
forest,  analyzes  the  structure  and  functional  benefits  of  the  forests,  and  identifies  the  challenges  that  threaten  its 
future.  Designed  to  provide  a  road  map  for  policy-makers  and  implementers,  the  Plan  identifies  five  goals,  critical 
to  maximizing  the  value  of  the  forest.  Underlying  these  goals  is  the  understanding  that  the  urban  forest  is  a  living 
and  evolving  resource  that  is  adapted  to  the  unique  and  often  challenging  conditions  of  the  urban  environment. 
These  goals  are  directed  at  the  owners  and  managers  of  the  trees  that  comprise  the  urban  forest  who  must: 

1 .  Maintain  and  conserve  the  existing  urban  forest. 

2.  Expand  the  urban  forest  through  new  planting. 

3.  Foster  a  shared  set  of  values  about  the  urban  forest  through  education  and  action. 

4.  Manage  the  urban  forest  in  a  coordinated,  responsible  and  effective  manner. 

5.  Identify  sustainable  approaches  for  the  funding  and  implementation  of  urban  forest  initiatives. 

The  Council  believes  that  these  goals  are  strongly  related-one  cannot  simply  be  eliminated  or  ignored.  All  are 
critical  to  the  future  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest.  When  these  goals  are  implemented,  the  City  will  have  more 
trees,  a  larger  urban  forest  in  better  health  with  more  trees  evenly  distributed  and  therefore  providing  a  greater  level 
of  benefits. 


Within  these  five  goals  are  a  diverse  group  of  specific  action  items.  The  Council  identified  nine  action  items  as 
having  the  highest,  most  immediate  priority: 

■  Develop  a  set  of  best  practices  for  tree  selection,  purchase,  installation  and  care  that  include  creative 
adaptations  and  establish  high  standards  for  all  public  and  private  projects. 

■  Protect  the  urban  forest  from  and  during  the  development  process,  on  public  and  private  property. 

■  Establish  a  goal  of  no  net  loss  of  trees.  Where  a  tree  is  removed  due  to  development  whether  public  or 
private,  the  responsible  party  should  be  required  to  replace  it  in  kind,  either  through  new  planting  or  fees. 

■  Institute  a  comprehensive  reforestation  program  for  aging  stands  in  City  parks  and  public  institutions. 

■  Allocate  and  secure  funding  for  planting  and  maintenance  from  public  and  private  sources. 

■  Establish  citywide  goals  for  the  urban  forest  and  monitor  results  on  an  annual  basis.  Possible  examples 
include  providing  one  street  tree  for  every  five  residents  and  raising  the  canopy  coverage  to  15%. 

■  Update  the  list  of  recommended  trees,  to  reflect  availability  and  horticultural  advancements  and  consistent 
with  the  identity  and  local  character  of  the  city. 

■  Engage  the  leadership  of  the  city  to  implement  major  tree  planting  programs  targeting  underserved 
neighborhoods  in  order  to  achieve  greater  environmental  equity  and  accessibility. 

■  Engage  the  SF  Unified  School  District,  Parent  Teacher  Associations  and  community  groups  to  develop  tree 
programs  at  schools. 
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Figure  1. 


Important  parcels  of  urban  forest. 


"San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  comprised  of  all  the  trees  and  other  vegetation  found  within  city 
limits,  a  collected  greenscape  that  provides  environmental,  economic,  and  social  benefits  for  today 
and  into  the  future." 

San  Francisco  Urban  Forest  Council,  2005 


I.  Introduction 

Thousands  upon  thousands  of  trees  comprise  San  Francisco's  urban  forest.  It  is  easy  to  acknowledge  that  Golden 
Gate  Park  and  Stern  Grove  are  part  of  the  urban  forest.  But  what  about  the  trees  in  the  middle  of  Van  Ness 
Avenue?  Yerba  Buena  Gardens?  The  eucalyptus  groves  at  the  Presidio?  The  stands  of  Monterey  cypress  that 
line  the  Olympic  Club's  golf  courses?  The  palm  trees  that  define  the  Embarcadero?  The  cherry  trees  in  a 
backyard?  They  are  all  part  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  few  of  these  trees  are  naturally  occurring.  Much  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  has  its 
origins  in  planting  efforts  from  the  period  1865  to  1925.  Almost  all  were  planted  by  entrepreneurs,  the  military  and 
citizens  who  recognized  that  San  Francisco  would  be  a  better  place  if  trees  filled  its  parks  and  lined  its  streets.  By 
planting  trees,  San  Francisco  would  become  a  more  livable,  enjoyable  city. 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  plays  three  major  roles  in  the  character  of  the  City.  First,  it  is  part  of  the  basic  fabric 
of  San  Francisco.  Without  that  forest,  the  City  would  be  less  welcoming,  less  inviting  and  less  conducive  to  a  good 
quality  of  life.  What  would  San  Francisco  be  like  without  Golden  Gate  Park?  The  trees  along  the  streets  and  in 
parks  are  as  much  as  part  of  the  City's  infrastructure  as  the  streets  themselves. 

Second,  the  urban  forest  provides  important  economic  and  environmental  benefits  to  the  property  owners  and  the 
community.  It  creates  an  environment  where  people  can  escape  the  intensity  of  urban  life  and  be  restored.  The 
City  of  San  Francisco  formally  acknowledged  the  importance  of  the  urban  forest  when  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
signed  the  United  Nations  Environmental  Accords  in  June  2005. 

Third,  outdoor  recreation  is  intimately  connected  to  the  experience  of  the  City's  urban  forest.  There  is  growing 
evidence  that  the  experience  of  nature  in  urban  areas  is  restorative,  reducing  mental  fatigue.  This  experience  is 
directly  associated  with  human  health  and  well-being.  The  need  for  the  experience  of  nature  and  its  power  of 
restoration  is  absolutely  critical,  as  over  80%  of  Americans  now  live  in  urban  areas. 

We  are  now  the  stewards  of  the  urban  forest  created  by  our  forefathers  and  foremothers.  It  is  our  responsibility  to 
ensure  the  sustainability  of  this  resource.  As  we  reap  the  benefits  sown  by  others,  we  must  plan  and  create  the 
forest  that  future  generations  will  enjoy.  We  cannot  be  complacent  about  this  responsibility-sustaining  the  urban 
forest  requires  commitment  and  action. 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  was  created  in  a  relatively  brief  period  of  intense  tree  planting  that  occurred  almost 
100  years  ago.  The  mature  trees  of  Golden  Gate  Park,  the  Presidio  and  other  green  spaces  were  planted  during 
this  time.  Since  that  time,  however,  the  urban  forest  has  been  shrinking  in  size.  Meanwhile,  the  human  population 
and  the  need  for  the  benefits  of  trees  have  grown  even  as  the  stresses  on  trees  have  increased.  Funding  for 
management  of  public  trees  has  been  inadequate.  Trees  that  have  died  due  to  old  age  and  disease  have  not  been 
replaced  and  planting  in  parks  has  not  kept  up  with  the  losses.  Trees  on  private  lands  have  been  removed  during 
development.  Trees  along  the  street  are  removed  but  not  always  replaced.  The  life  cycle  of  the  most  prominent 
species  would  indicate  that  replacement  and  replenishment  must  take  place  immediately. 

The  shrinking  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  must  be  halted  and  the  trend  reversed.  Now  is  the  critical  time  to 
reinvest  in  the  urban  forest.  As  San  Francisco's  population  continues  to  grow  and  age,  city  trees  are  needed  to 
mediate  issues  like  air  pollution,  storm  water  runoff,  and  social  stress.  Furthermore,  trees  will  help  city  dwellers 
adapt  to  global  climate  change  and  the  likelihood  of  a  warmer  climate  with  more  frequent  storms.  More  trees  are 
needed  in  throughout  the  City;  existing  trees  need  better  care;  and  large  stands  of  trees  must  be  conserved  and 
reforested. 


Urban  Forest  Plan  HortScience,  Inc. 

SF  Urban  Forest  Council  Page  2 


No  single  owner  or  agency  can  reverse  the  loss  of  the  urban  forest  and  the  work  of  planting  and  maintaining  must 
be  shared.  In  order  to  provide  a  framework  for  that  effort,  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  Council  has  taken  a  lead 
role.  The  Council  believes  that  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  will  guide  the  continued  enhancement  and  evolution  of  the 
City's  trees  and  green  spaces. 

This  Plan  is  the  result  of  a  long  history  of  concern  for  the  City's  urban  forest.  In  1992,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
produced  The  State  of  the  Urban  Forest,  a  document  that  identified  several  key  needs  for  the  urban  forest.  A 
second  State  of  the  Urban  Forest  report  was  prepared  in  2001 .  One  of  the  key  findings  and  recommendations  was 
the  need  for  coordinated  effort  among  city  department  and  agencies  in  managing  the  urban  forest.  In  2002,  the 
City  created  the  Urban  Forest  Council,  a  group  of  citizens  assembled  to  advise  city  government,  through  the 
Department  of  the  Environment,  on  how  best  to  care  for  the  urban  forest. 

In  1997,  The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  was  prepared.  This  plan  identified  areas  where 
resource  depletion  could  be  halted  and  resource  restoration  achieved.  It  wove  together  environmental,  economic 
and  social  concerns,  recognizing  that  a  sustainable  city  required  all  three. 

One  of  the  Plan's  main  topics  was  Parks,  Open  Spaces  and  Streetscapes.  In  addition  to  filling  the  traditional 
roles  of  recreation  and  habitat,  the  Sustainability  Plan  noted  that  parks  and  open  spaces  were  part  of  the  "social 
fabric  of  the  community  and. ...a  critical  element  in  the  economic  development  of  the  city."  It  recognized  that  these 
spaces  must  be  created  and  maintained.  Parks  and  open  spaces  do  not  arise  spontaneously~they  result  from 
good  planning  and  implementation.  The  recommendations  for  this  section  focused  on  creating  new  parks  and  open 
space,  available  to  everyone  in  the  City;  enhancing  existing  streetscapes;  and  fostering  planting  of  trees  on  private 
land.  The  Sustainability  Plan  also  noted  that  increased  funding  and  public  participation  were  necessary  to  meet  the 
goals. 

The  Urban  Forest  Council  hopes  to  take  the  findings  and  recommendations  of  the  State  of  the  Urban  Forest  and 
Sustainability  Plan  to  the  next  logical  step:  creating  a  standard  reference  document  that  defines  policies  and 
procedures  for  urban  forestry  management  in  San  Francisco.  In  doing  so,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  fulfill  its 
mandate  to  create  a  comprehensive  urban  forest  plan  according  to  the  ordinance  that  created  the  Council. 1  This 
Urban  Forest  Plan  will  serve  many  users,  ranging  from  city  departments  and  non-profit  organizations  to  private 
companies  that  manage  San  Francisco's  trees.  The  final  plan  will  be  distributed  to  all  affected  city  agencies  and 
available  for  other  groups  and  the  public.  The  Urban  Forest  Plan  will  be  incorporated  into  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco's  policy  documents. 

Four  key  statements  are  fundamental  to  forming  the  Plan: 

1 .  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  comprised  of  all  the  trees  and  other  woody  vegetation  found  within  city 
limits,  and  is  located  on  a  mosaic  of  public  and  privately  owned  land.  Many  of  the  large-scale  plantings  are 
mature  in  character  and  have  a  limited  life  span. 

2.  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  provides  important  economic,  environmental  and  social  benefits  to  the  City's 
residents,  visitors,  neighborhoods,  and  businesses. 

3.  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  requires  active  management.  A  passive  approach  of  letting  trees  grow 
without  care  will  ultimately  doom  the  City's  forest  to  deterioration.  Sustaining  the  urban  forest  will  involve 
the  coordinated  efforts  of  city  agencies,  non-government  organizations,  businesses  and  individuals. 

4.  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  as  much  a  part  of  the  City's  infrastructure  as  roads,  bridges  and  tunnels. 
As  such,  the  urban  forest  must  be  considered  at  all  stages  of  planning  and  development.  There  is  a  clear 
need  to  raise  community  awareness  about  the  urban  forest  as  an  integral  part  of  the  City. 

The  geographic  breadth  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  will  mirror  the  Scope  of  Authority  granted  to  the  Urban  Forest 
Council  in  San  Francisco's  Administrative  Code  and  Environmental  Code  and  will  be  limited  to  the  territorial 
boundaries  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  To  effectively  address  the  whole  of  the  urban  forest,  the  Plan 


1  Environment  Code  Chapter  12 
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will  address  trees  on  both  private  (including  residential  backyards)  and  public  property,  as  well  as  in  parks  and 
other  large  open  spaces.  The  Plan  will  support  efforts  of  organizations  such  as  the  Presidio  Trust,  University  of 
California  -  San  Francisco,  and  the  Olympic  Club  in  developing  management  plans  specific  to  the  their  forests. 

The  scope  of  the  Plan  will  be  focused  on  trees,  but  policy  recommendations  will  be  informed  by,  and  considered  in 
relation  to,  the  larger  ecological  context  including  wildlife  management,  air,  water  systems  as  well  as  other  woody 
vegetation  such  as  shrubs  and  median  strip  plantings. 

Organization  of  the  Plan 

This  Urban  Forest  Plan  is  divided  into  four  sections. 

1 .  A  historical  overview  of  the  urban  forest. 

2.  A  description  of  the  urban  forest-its  species  composition,  distribution  and  structure.  This  section  also 
identifies  the  environmental  benefits  provided  by  the  forest  as  a  whole.  It  also  focuses  on  the  City's  street 
tree  population,  analyzing  both  the  costs  associated  with  their  installation  and  care,  and  the  benefits 
provided  by  their  presence. 

3.  The  identification  of  five  goals  that  strive  to  take  care  of  existing  trees,  plant  new  ones  in  needy  areas, 
translate  a  love  for  San  Francisco's  trees  into  action,  develop  consistency  of  care  and  management  and 
provide  adequate,  stable  funding. 


4. 


The  final  section  identifies  specific  actions  needed  to  implement  the  goals.  In  doing  so,  the  City  agency 
responsible  to  develop  and  implement  the  recommendations  is  identified. 
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II.  The  Origins  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest 

No  forest  existed  prior  to  the  European  settlement  of  the  city  and  the  photographs  and  written  records  from  that 
time  illustrate  a  lack  of  trees.  Previously,  there  was  an  Ohlone  Indian  population  who  used  the  native  plant 
resource.  Towards  the  Pacific  Ocean,  one  saw  vast  dunes  of  sand,  moving  under  the  constant  wind.  While  there 
were  oaks  and  willows  along  creeks,  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  had  little  or  nothing  in  the  way  of  native  tree 
resources.  The  starting  point  for  the  urban  forest  was  a  treeless  expanse  of  shrubs  and  low-growing  plants. 

The  City's  urban  forest  arose  from  a  brief  but  intense  period  of  afforestation,  which  created  forests  on  land  without 
tree  cover.  This  period  of  planting,  on  public  and  private  property  began  in  the  late  1800s  and  was  essentially 
complete  by  1925.  Since  that  time,  the  public  agencies  and  private  landowners  of  the  larger  parcels  of  forest  have 
enjoyed  the  benefits  of  those  early  tree  planting  efforts.  Yerba  Buena  Gardens,  Crissy  Field,  Justin  Herman  Plaza 
and  the  Embarcadero  are  relatively  recent  additions  to  the  urban  forest. 

In  the  late  1860s,  the  City  began  reserving  land  for  parks,  with  Hill  Park  (now  Buena  Vista)  as  the  first  parcel.  By 
the  1870s,  the  vision  of  Golden  Gate  Park  as  a  public  pleasure  ground  was  taking  shape  with  the  initial  planting  of 
trees  taking  place  in  1872.  Stern  Grove  had  its  origins  about  the  same  time,  as  the  Greene  family  planted  fast 
growing  eucalyptus  trees  throughout  the  property.  Private  enterprise  was  establishing  what  would  eventually 
become  places  like  McLaren  and  Glen  Parks. 

It  was  also  during  this  period  that  the  Army,  occupants  of  the  northwest  corner  of  the  city,  developed  the  area  we 
know  as  the  Presidio.    By  the  end  of  1892,  some  350,000  trees  were  planted  and  over  time  the  sandy  dunes  were 
transformed  into  mixed  forest  suited  for  multiple  uses.  About  the  same  time,  Adolph  Sutro  was  making  plans  to 
establish  areas  of  timber-production  in  the  city,  installing  thousands  of  tree  seedlings  on  Mount  Parnassus  (now 
Mount  Sutro). 

Early  in  the  1900s,  several  important  golf  courses  including  the  Olympic  Club,  the  San  Francisco  Golf  Club,  the 
California  Club  and  Harding  Park  were  established  in  the  southwest  section  of  the  city.  Within  each  course, 
thousands  of  trees  were  planted  during  construction. 

The  City's  network  of  streets  was  established  by  the  early  1900s.  The  idea  of  having  trees  along  city  streets  was 
not  seriously  pursued  until  1955,  when  a  program  of  planting  and  care  was  established.  In  recent  years,  the  City's 
Department  of  Public  Works  has  teamed  with  non-profit  organizations  such  as  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  to 
plant  new  trees  along  streets. 

More  than  a  century  after  the  first  trees  were  installed,  the  framework  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  still  based 
on  these  initial  plantings.  At  this  time,  the  urban  forest  is  owned  and  managed  by  a  mix  of  public  agencies  and 
private  groups  (Table  1).  At  least  a  dozen  City  departments  have  some  responsibility  for  trees  and  their  care. 
Many  agencies  are  independent  of  City  and  County  government.  They  include  local  organizations  such  as  the 
School  District  as  well  as  state  and  federal  agencies.  A  large  number  of  trees  are  located  on  private  property. 

The  fact  that  many  stakeholders  take  care  of  the  urban  forest  presents  a  significant  challenge  to  long-term 
management.  Organization  priorities  and  missions  vary  widely  while  state  and  federal  agencies  are  exempt  from 
municipal  tree  ordinances.  There  is,  however,  a  compelling  need  for  cooperative  effort  and  clarity  of  purpose. 
Most  San  Franciscans  would  agree  that  the  urban  forest  is  an  asset  to  the  community.  The  challenge  of  finding  a 
comprehensive  vision  to  manage  this  resource  is  a  critical  one,  central  to  the  success  of  any  plan,  and  must  involve 
a  wide  range  of  stakeholders  with  various  priorities  and  viewpoints. 

The  origin  of  the  City's  urban  forest  can  be  traced  to  a  single  burst  of  public  and  private  tree  planting  during  a  50- 
year  period,  almost  a  century  ago.  Trees  do  not  live  forever  and  unless  the  existing  trees  receive  continued  care, 
they  will  age  and  die  at  an  increasing  rate.  Even  if  they  receive  care,  all  of  the  trees  that  comprise  the  urban  forest 
will  eventually  die.  The  fact  that  many  trees  are  approaching  1 00  years  of  age  makes  the  need  for  replacement 
and  replenishment  even  more  urgent. 
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Table  1.  Owners  and  managers  of  significant  portions 
of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest. 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Agencies 


Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry- 
Department  of  Public  Works 


Recreation  &  Park  Department 

SF  Housing  Authority 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Port  of  San  Francisco 

SF  Municipal  Railway  (MUNI) 


Implements  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  (Article  16)  of  Public  Works  Code: 
street  trees,  landscaped  medians,  sidewalk  repair,  education  &  outreach. 
Works  in  conjunction  with  non-profit  groups  to  plant  new  trees. 

Manages  3,000  acres  with  an  estimated  100,000  trees,  in  parks,  natural 
areas,  golf  courses,  and  watersheds.  Sites  include  Golden  Gate  Park, 
Gleneagles  &  Harding  Park  golf  courses,  and  Stern  Grove. 

Responsible  for  trees  within  public  housing. 

Manages  trees  and  vegetation  in  relation  to  public  water  reservoirs  in  and 
around  San  Francisco. 

Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  related  to  the  Port. 

Responsible  for  trees  that  may  encroach  on  overhead  conductors,  through 
State  of  California  General  Order  95. 


San  Francisco  International  Airport       Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  within  its  facilities. 
State  Agencies 

University  of  California,  San  Francisco   Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  within  its  facilities  including 

the  Mount  Sutro  Open  Space  Reserve. 


San  Francisco  State  University 


Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  within  its  facilities. 


SF  Redevelopment  Agency 


Responsible  for  planning,  planting,  managing,  maintaining  and  overseeing 
the  management  of  trees  within  its  projects,  constituting  several  thousand 
acres  and  including  large  open  spaces,  parks,  and  streetscapes. 


SF  Unified  School  District 


Responsible  for  trees  within  school  facilities. 


Federal  Agencies 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior- 
National  Park  Service 


The  Presidio  Trust 


Private  Properties 

The  Olympic  Club 

The  San  Francisco  Golf  Club 


Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA).  Responsible  for  coastal 
sections  of  the  Presidio  as  well  as  Fort  Mason,  Lands  End  and  Fort 
Funston. 

A  public-private  partnership  responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
Presidio's  forest. 


Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  within  its  facilities. 
Responsible  for  trees  and  woody  vegetation  within  its  facilities. 
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Unless  more  trees  are  planted,  the  urban  forest  will  become  smaller  since  nature  will  not  replace  these  losses. 
New  parks,  street  tree  plantings,  and  green  spaces  must  be  established  to  ensure  the  urban  forest  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans. 


III.  The  Structure  and  Function  of  the  Urban  Forest 

Most  San  Franciscans  readily  acknowledge  that  the  urban  forest  makes  the  City  a  nicer  place  to  live.  They 
appreciate  the  beauty  of  parks,  gardens  and  the  trees  along  city  streets.  However,  the  management  of  the  urban 
forest  presents  many  challenges  that  may  not  be  apparent  to  the  average  person. 

Many  resource  managers  have  lacked  specific  knowledge  as  to  the  number  and  location  of  trees  under  their  care. 
The  Department  of  Public  Works  is  the  exception,  having  a  decade-long  work  history.  Even  with  such  information, 
DPW  has  lacked  a  quantitative  understanding  of  the  functional  roles  that  street  trees  play  in  the  community  until 
recently. 

The  Nature  of  the  Urban  Forest 

In  2004,  the  San  Francisco  Urban  Forest  Council  invited  a  research  team  from  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  Forest  Service  to  study  San  Francisco's  urban  forest.  The  team's  report,  issued  in  early  20052,  was  the 
first  comprehensive  analysis  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest,  that  is,  all  of  the  trees  growing  within  the  city  limits.3 
The  project  employed  the  Urban  Forest  Effects  Model  (UFORE),  a  comprehensive  tool  that  assesses  the  structure 
and  function  of  a  community's  urban  forest. 

The  Department  of  the  Environment  followed  an  established  protocol  and  collected  field  data  from  200  randomly 
selected  ground  plots  throughout  San  Francisco.  This  data  was  forwarded  to  the  USDA  Northeastern  Research 
Center  where  David  Nowak  and  his  research  team  analyzed  the  data  with  a  computer  model  (UFORE)  to 
understand  San  Francisco's  entire  urban  forest. 

Since  the  area  was  once  grasslands  and  riparian  habitat,  San  Francisco  has  negligible  native  tree  resources, 
although  some  oak  and  willow  trees  are  native  to  the  area.  The  species  that  comprise  the  urban  forest  today  are 
not  native  to  the  City.  The  USDA  Forest  Service  reported  that  there  are  668,000  trees  represented  by  over  100 
different  species  in  San  Francisco.  Tasmanian  blue  gum  is  the  most  common  type  of  tree  with  over  100,000  trees 
present.  Monterey  pine  (56,000),  Monterey  cypress  (25,000),  and  glossy  privet  (21,000)  are  also  common.  Five 
species  of  the  genus  Pittosporum  comprise  another  85,000.  The  first  three  species  dominate  the  city's  large  green 
spaces  such  as  the  Presidio,  Mount  Sutro  and  Golden  Gate  Park.  Karo  (Pittosporum  crassifolium)  and  Chinese 
privet  (Ligustrum  lucidum)  are  commonly  found  as  street  and  landscape  trees. 

The  urban  forest  is  very  fragmented  with  the  exception  of  parks  and  natural  areas  in  the  north  and  western  edges 
of  the  city.  A  GIS  map  of  San  Francisco  indicates  that  several  large  parks  and  many  small  parks  are  scattered 
throughout  the  city  (Figure  1). 

Almost  half  (43%)  of  San  Francisco's  land  area  is  covered  by  streets,  sidewalks  and  other  forms  of  pavement. 
Another  26%  is  occupied  by  buildings  and  will  likely  not  be  available  for  planting  trees  and  other  vegetation.  The 
urban  forest  canopy  covers  approximately  12%  of  the  City.  This  compares  to  10%  in  Los  Angeles,  27%  in  New 
York  City,  28%  in  Chicago  and  34%  in  Seattle. 

The  structure  of  the  urban  forest  in  several  other  U.S.  cities  has  also  been  analyzed  by  the  Forest  Service  team 
and  the  UFORE  model  (Table  2).  With  a  human  population  of  764,069  and  an  urban  forest  of  668,000  total  trees  in 
San  Francisco,  there  is  approximately  1  tree  per  citizen  (0.87).  This  falls  into  the  mid-range  of  cities  with  UFORE 
analysis,  where  the  low  was  Brooklyn,  NY  (0.25  trees/citizen)  and  the  high  was  Baltimore,  MD  (3.0  trees/citizen). 


USDA  Forest  Service.  September  2005  (draft).  Assessing  Urban  Forest  Effects  &  Values.  USDA  Forest  Service. 
Northeastern  Research  Station.  Syracuse  NY.  General  Technical  Report.  22pp. 
3  For  a  detailed  discussion  of  the  methods  and  models  used  in  the  study,  refer  to  the  following  paper: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/ne/syracuse/Pubs/Downloads/gtrne290.pdf. 
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Figure  1.  Overview  of  parks  and  natural  areas  in  San  Francisco 


Sources  of  information 

Stasio,  S.  2005.  San  Francisco  Parks  by  Supervisor  District  Map.  Department  of  Recreation  and  Park. 


As  the  trees  in  the  urban  forest  grow,  they  remove  contaminants  from  the  atmosphere.  The  UFORE  report  found 
that  each  year,  over  287  tons  of  ozone,  particulates,  nitrous  oxides,  sulfur  dioxide  and  carbon  monoxide  are  taken 
out  of  the  air  by  the  action  of  the  urban  forest.  The  value  of  this  environmental  benefit  is  $1.3  million  per  year.  In 
addition,  San  Francisco's  trees  remove  5,100  tons  of  carbon  from  the  atmosphere  and  store  approximately  194,000 
tons  as  biomass.  A  reduction  in  air  pollution  benefits  everyone,  particularly  people  with  asthma  and  other 
respiratory  health  problems. 

While  the  USDA  Forest  Service  described  and  quantified  some  functions  of  the  urban  forest,  the  UFORE  study  did 
not  capture  all  the  benefits  of  trees.  Besides  mitigating  air  pollution,  trees  provide  numerous  public  health  benefits. 
The  leafy  canopy  of  trees  reduces  ambient  temperature  and  provides  natural  shade.  Trees  not  only  cool  their 
surrounding  area,  they  also  reduce  ultraviolet  radiation  (UV)  and  the  risk  of  skin  cancer.4 


4  Purdue  News.  Aprii  2002.  Researchers  say  trees  could  affect  land  use,  reduce  skin  cancer. 
http://www.purdue.edu/UNS/html4ever/020422.Grant.shade.html 
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As  importantly,  there  are  a  number  of  studies  verifying  the  immense  value  of  urban  forests  to  the  social  well-being 
of  people.  The  simple  presence  of  forests,  trees  and  other  vegetation  helps  people  recover  from  mental  fatigue, 
leading  to  a  reduction  in  socially  unacceptable  behavior  and  crime.5  Children  exposed  to  outdoor  green  space 
exhibit  fewer  behavioral  problems  like  Attention  Deficit  Disorder  and  a  greater  ability  to  concentrate.6 

Furthermore,  trees  can  reduce  energy  demand  and  consumption.  Trees  reduce  ambient  temperatures  and  wind 
speed,  which  results  in  energy  savings  for  cooling  and  heating.7  At  present  San  Francisco  has  a  cool  and 
temperate  climate.  However,  as  temperatures  rise  due  to  global  climate  change,  energy  demand  and  costs  will 
likely  increase  as  well.  Having  a  healthy  and  robust  urban  forest  is  one  strategy  to  mitigate  climate  change. 

As  well  as  offering  benefits  to  humans,  urban  forests  provide  habitat  for  wildlife.  Birds,  butterflies  and  insects  may 
be  the  most  visible  indicators  of  this  function.  Yet  we  know  that  even  an  urban  area  like  San  Francisco  is  home  to 
mammals  such  as  coyote,  fox  and  skunk.  In  addition,  a  wide  range  of  reptiles  and  amphibians  are  present.  These 
organisms  face  many  challenges  to  their  survival  including  habitat  fragmentation  and  loss,  traffic,  domestic  pets 
and  human  activities.  Connecting  and  expanding  green  space  in  San  Francisco  will  improve  conditions  for  wildlife. 

There  are  numerous  opportunities  throughout  San  Francisco  to  maintain  and  enhance  the  urban  forest  particularly 
within  public  parks  and  institutions.  There  are  many  stakeholders  in  this  effort  such  as  the  Department  of 
Recreation  and  Park,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  Laguna  Honda  Hospital,  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest. 

The  Department  of  Recreation  and  Park  manages  3,480  acres  and  209  parks,  which  provide  habitat  for  trees. 
Implementation  of  Recreation  and  Park's  existing  forest  management  plans  would  result  in  improvements  to  the 
urban  forest.  Within  Recreation  and  Park,  the  Natural  Areas  Division  manages  a  smaller  area  (860  acres  within  31 
parks)  and  focuses  on  habitat  restoration  for  native  plants  and  animals.  Another  opportunity  is  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  Alameda  Watershed  Plan.  The  primary  objective  of  this  plan  is  to  ensure  a 
sustainable  supply  of  clean  water  for  the  present  population  and  future  generations  of  San  Francisco.  A  focus  on 
planting  and  maintaining  the  urban  forest  on  PUC  land  would  complement  the  vegetation  management  goals  in  the 
Alameda  Watershed  Plan.  Furthermore,  public  institutions  such  as  Laguna  Honda  Hospital  are  interested  in 
establishing  more  trees  but  they  need  resources.  The  role  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Friends  of  the 
Urban  Forest  will  be  discussed  in  detail  in  the  next  section. 

In  summary,  each  year  trees  in  San  Francisco  are  planted  and  removed.  Because  the  City  has  no  native  forest, 
there  is  little  natural  regeneration.  For  this  reason,  maintaining  the  current  forest  of  668,000  trees  requires  that 
planting  keep  pace  with  tree  removal.  There  is  no  information  on  a  citywide  level  as  to  whether  or  not  this  is 
occurring. 

The  Forest  along  the  Streets 

Streets  and  public  rights-of-way  comprise  the  most  significant  opportunity  for  planting  within  the  city.  But  although 
one-quarter  of  the  city  (almost  8,000  acres  of  land)  is  devoted  to  these  public  spaces,  they  are  underplanted  and 
existing  trees  are  not  linked  to  part  of  a  larger  and  coherent  community.  Unlike  trees  in  parks  and  backyard  areas, 
street  trees  struggle  with  even  more  urban  stresses,  in  particular,  soil  compaction  and  paved  surfaces  that  restrict 
root  and  tree  growth.  At  the  same  time,  the  urban  street  tree,  more  than  any  other  element  in  the  urban  forest,  can 
most  effectively  mediate  due  to  its  proximity,  the  environmental  impacts  of  vehicular  exhaust,  noise,  urban  run-off 
and  pollution. 


5  _ 

Kuo,  F.  E,  Sullivan,  W.C.  2001.  Environment  and  crime  in  the  inner  city:  does  vegetation  reduce  crime?  Environment  and 
Behavior,  (33)  3:  343-367. 

6  Taylor,  A.F.,  Kuo,  F.E.  and  W.C.  Sullivan.  2001.  Coping  With  ADD:  The  Surprising  Connection  to  Green  Play  Settings, 
Environment  and  Behavior  (33)1:  54-77. 

7  Geiger,  J.R.  2001.  Save  dollars  with  shade.  Center  for  Urban  Forest  Research,  Pacific  Southwest  Research  Station,  USDA 
Forest  Service.  4  pg. 
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The  capacity  of  streets  to  grow  trees  is  often  compromised  by  other  demands  like  vehicular  traffic.  This  outdated 
approach  to  streets  must  be  replaced  by  a  new  attitude  that  envisions  the  urban  forest  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
infrastructure  of  the  street,  as  important  to  and  fundamentally  tied  to  a  much  broader  and  diverse  vision,  related  to 
all  modes  of  movement  and  imparting  a  sense  of  scale  and  identity  that  makes  urban  environments  more  humane 
and  livable.  In  some  cases,  street  plantings  have  failed  -  for  various  reasons  -  and  now  need  to  be  replaced.  The 
Market  Street  plantings  of  plane  trees  are  a  case  in  point.  Rather  than  creating,  as  intended,  a  ribbon  of  green  that 
would  underscore  the  importance  of  this  street  in  the  city  -  the  trees  along  Market  are  stunted  and  contorted  and 
appear  tortured  and  abused,  which  they  are.  In  these  cases,  major  new  street  tree  plantings  should  be  undertaken 
as  part  of  rethinking  a  broader  role  for  the  street  itself. 

Within  the  public  right-of-way  along  San  Francisco's  streets  are  approximately  106,000  trees,  or  16%  of  the  City's 
668,000  tree  urban  forest.8  Street  trees,  defined  by  location,  illustrate  the  diversity  of  ownership  and  management 
of  the  urban  forest.  The  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  maintains  about  26,000  trees,  primarily  located  along 
boulevards  and  arterials.  Property  owners  maintain  another  80,000  trees,  primarily  in  residential  settings. 

San  Francisco's  street  trees  are  not  evenly  distributed  across  the  city  (Table  3).  Street  tree  populations,  both 
publicly  and  privately  maintained,  range  from  3,723  trees  in  District  3  (North  Beach)  to  12,898  in  District  5  (Western 
Addition).  Most  of  the  street  trees  in  District  4  (Sunset)  are  managed  by  the  property  owner.  In  District  5  street  tree 
management  is  more  evenly  divided  between  DPW  and  private  management. 


Table  3.  San  Francisco's  Street  Tree  Population  by  Supervisory  District. 


District  Number  of  Trees  %  of 

DPW   Private/Public*  Total  Total 


1 

Richmond 

2,041 

3,604 

5,645 

5.3% 

2 

Marina 

1,076 

7,160 

8,236 

7.7% 

3 

North  Beach 

999 

2,724 

3,723 

3.5% 

4 

Sunset 

1,453 

7,115 

8,568 

8.0% 

5 

Western  Addition 

6,151 

6,747 

12,898 

12.1% 

6 

South  of  Market  area 

1,559 

9,421 

10,980 

10.3% 

7 

Merced 

2,317 

8,677 

10,994 

10.3% 

8 

Castro/Noe 

1,772 

12,636 

14,408 

13.5% 

9 

Mission/Bernal 

3,352 

9,063 

12,415 

11.6% 

10 

Potrero/Bay  View/Hunters 

4,073 

8,438 

12,511 

11.7% 

11 

Excelsior/Outer  Mission 

1,696 

4,714 

6,410 

6.0% 

Total 

26,490 

80,299 

106,789 

'Private/Public  denotes  street  trees  that  are  publicly  owned  but  managed  by  private  individuals  and/or  property 
owners. 


Maco,  S  ,  E.  G.  McPherson,  J.  Simpson,  P.  Peper  and  Q.  Xiao.  2003.  City  of  San  Francisco.  Street  Tree  Analysis.  USDA 
Forest  Service.  Pacific  Southwest  Research  Station.  Davis  CA.  117pp. 
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Sources  of  information 

DPW  trees.  December  2005.  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works.  Bureau  of  Street  Trees. 

Private  trees.  Maco  et  al.  2003.  City  of  San  Francisco.  Street  Tree  Analysis.  USDA  Forest  Service.  Pacific 
Southwest  Research  Station.  Davis  CA. 

San  Francisco  District  map.  Rodgers,  A.  2005.  Planning  Department. 


Another  way  of  comprehending  the  number  of  street  trees  is  to  compare  them  with  the  people  and  streets  that 
naturally  border  them.  With  106,000  street  trees  and  a  human  population  of  776,733,  there  are  approximately 
seven  San  Franciscans  for  each  street  tree  (Table  4).  Across  districts,  the  number  of  residents  per  tree  ranges 
from  4.8  in  District  8  (Castro/Noe)  to  18.9  in  District  2  (North  Beach).  Comparing  the  number  of  street  trees  of  the 
miles  of  streets  is  another  way  to  visualize  and  comprehend  street  trees  in  San  Francisco.  The  citywide  average  is 
113  trees  per  mile  of  street.  However,  there  is  great  variation  in  the  number  of  street  trees  per  mile  among  districts. 
The  number  of  trees  per  mile  of  street  range  from  209  trees  per  mile  in  District  5  (Western  Addition)  to  66  in  District 
2  (North  Beach).  The  citywide  average  is  1 13  trees  per  mile  of  street. 

These  numbers  are  brief  summaries  of  street  tree  populations  that  permit  brief  comparison  between  neighborhoods 
in  San  Francisco;  they  are  not  intended  to  explain  the  multiple  factors  that  contribute  to  the  variation  in  street  tree 
population  and  condition. 

Looking  at  the  ratio  of  residents  to  each  street  tree  is  a  common  standard  of  comparison  between  cities.  With 
seven  residents  for  each  street  tree,  San  Francisco  was  at  the  low  end  of  22  cities  whose  street  tree  populations 
were  studied.  Los  Angeles,  Eugene,  OR  and  Syracuse,  NY  all  have  one  street  tree  for  every  five  residents. 

The  San  Francisco  street  tree  population  and  ratio  to  residents  lags  behind  other  cities  for  many  reasons.  In  a 
majority  of  residential  areas,  the  property  owner  is  required  to  pay  for  street  tree  planting  and  maintenance,  which 
can  be  a  barrier  especially  to  lower  income  residents.  By  contrast  some  cities  provide  street  trees  and  limited 
maintenance  for  free.  Residents  may  also  have  cultural  preferences  that  make  tree  planting  less  desirable. 
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Besides  social  considerations,  there  are  physical  obstacles  to  planting  and  tending  healthy  street  trees.  Street  and 
sidewalk  infrastructure  makes  it  difficult  to  plant  trees.  Furthermore,  overhead  wires,  utility  undergrounding  and 
paved  surfaces  are  often  prioritized  before  trees.  Often  the  paved  area  of  the  street  is  far  more  extensive  than  is 
needed  to  perform  the  necessary  functions  and  creative  approaches  can  be  made  that  accomplish  larger  goals  for 
reclaiming  space  for  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  and  creating  streets  that  are  calmer  and  designed  to  be  more 
supportive  of  the  neighborhoods  and  districts  around  them. 

A  tremendous  opportunity  exists  to  take  advantage  of  lost  space  within  the  city  and  dramatically  expand  the  urban 
forest  through  the  conversion  of  pavement  into  healthy  soil  and  permeable  surfaces  capable  of  supporting  the 
urban  forest.  One  opportunity  is  transforming  public  rights-of-  way.  A  public  right-of-way  is  an  area  affiliated  with 
alleys,  boulevards,  courts,  lanes,  roads,  sidewalks,  spaces,  streets,  unaccepted  streets  and  ways  within  San 
Francisco  under  the  jurisdiction  of  DPW.  Common  examples  include  medians,  sidewalks,  triangles  and 
unaccepted  streets.  The  DPW  Street  Parks  Program  helps  community  members  transform  public  rights-of-way  into 
open  spaces  with  landscaping  and  other  amenities.  For  example,  the  San  Jose/Guerrero  Coalition  to  Save  Our 
Trees  transformed  street  medians  with  trees,  shrubs  and  plants,  while  the  Quesada  Gardens  Initiative  established  a 
community  garden  in  Bayview/Hunters  Point,  which  includes  trees. 

These  efforts  compliment  Traffic  Calming  Program  Guidelines  developed  by  the  Department  of  Parking  and 
Transportation  (DPT).  Within  the  guidelines,  there  are  opportunities  to  incorporate  street  trees.  About  50%  of  the 
program's  projects  incorporate  trees,  shrubs,  rocks,  drought  tolerant  plants  and  limited  irrigation  and  proposed 
median  islands  would  incorporate  trees.  In  addition,  DPT  is  currently  working  on  the  San  Francisco  Pedestrian 
Plan,  which  is  another  way  to  promote  street  trees  and  their  numerous  benefits. 

In  addition,  there  are  over  127,000  empty  planting  sites  present  along  City  streets.  Most  (98%)  of  these  are  void 
space,  locations  where  no  planting  basin  is  currently  present.  Installing  a  tree  in  those  spaces  requires  cutting  the 
existing  pavement  and  creating  a  new  planting  basin.  About  5,000  spaces  are  existing  basins  that  simply  lack  a 
tree.  However,  some  potential  and  existing  basins  may  be  unsuitable  for  tree  planting  due  to  considerations  like 
accessibility  for  the  disabled,  utilities,  driveways  and  curb  cuts. 

As  with  the  trees  themselves,  potential  planting  spaces  are  not  evenly  spread  across  the  city.  For  example,  less 
than  30%  of  the  potential  planting  spaces  in  Districts  4  and  1 1  are  planted  with  trees  where  over  70%  in  Districts  5 
and  8  have  trees  (Table  4). 

A  great  opportunity  exists  to  enhance  San  Francisco's  street  tree  population  by  simply  planting  within  the  existing 
street  system.  There  are  more  potential  planting  spaces  in  San  Francisco  (127,500)  than  are  currently  occupied  by 
a  street  tree  (106,000).  In  theory,  the  street  tree  population  could  be  doubled  by  simply  planting  in  the  vacant 
spaces.  However,  the  actual  number  of  potential  planting  spaces  is  less  than  127,500  due  to  the  presence  of 
underground  utilities,  view  sheds  and  proximity  to  related  infrastructure.  Given  that  the  distribution  of  trees  across 
the  city  is  uneven,  new  trees  could  be  installed  in  neighborhoods  with  fewer  street  trees. 

In  response  to  this  opportunity,  the  Urban  Forest  Council  has  written  a  Street  Tree  Action  Plan  that  includes 
planting,  maintenance  and  funding  goals.9  The  stated  target  of  planting  5,000  new  trees  each  year  will  place 
100,000  additional  streets  trees  over  20  years.  The  Mayor's  Office  is  leading  the  implementation  of  this  plan. 

Among  the  106,000  street  trees  in  the  city,  the  most  common  species  are  small-  and  medium-sized  species: 
Victorian  box,  Indian  laurel,  New  Zealand  Christmas  tree  and  plum.  Large  tree  species  such  as  blue  gum, 
Monterey  pine  and  Monterey  cypress,  while  common  in  the  open  space  areas,  are  present  only  in  small  numbers. 
It  is  important  to  plant  the  largest  tree  possible  for  each  planting  site  whenever  possible.  In  some  cases  there  is  not 
enough  space,  either  above-  or  below-ground,  for  large  trees  along  city  streets. 

Citywide,  60%  of  the  street  trees  are  in  good  condition,  30%  in  fair  and  10%  in  poor  condition  or  dead.  Tree 
condition  varies  across  the  city  due  to  species  selection,  growing  conditions  and  ongoing  care  and  maintenance.  In 
District  6  (SOMA)  for  example,  85%  of  the  private  trees  are  in  good  condition  while  in  Districts  3  (North  Beach)  and 


Urban  Forestry  Council.  November  2004.  Enhancing  San  Francisco's  Neighborhoods:  A  Proposed  Street  Tree  Action  Plan.  A 
PP- 
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1 1  (Excelsior/Outer  Mission),  only  27%  and  25%  are.  Given  the  variation  in  economic  development  across  the 
supervisorial  districts,  it  is  not  surprising  that  trees  managed  by  private  property  owners  vary  in  condition.  It  is 
surprising  that  the  same  pattern  occurs  in  publicly  managed  street  trees.  Few  public  trees  in  District  10 
(Potrero/Bayview/Hunters  Point)  are  in  good  condition,  while  76%  in  District  1 1  (Excelsior/Outer  Mission)  are  in 
good  condition. 


Table  4.  San  Francisco's  Street  Tree  Population:  Distribution  by  Supervisory  District. 


District  No.  residents      No.  trees  Filled 

per  tree      per  street  mile  planting 

space (%) 


1 

Richmond 

12.4 

79.0 

48 

2 

Marina 

8.1 

110.5 

67 

3 

North  Beach 

18.9 

66.2 

39 

4 

Sunset 

8.2 

93.8 

26 

5 

Western  Addition 

5.6 

208.9 

72 

6 

South  of  Market  area 

6.4 

136.9 

42 

7 

Merced 

6.3 

76.9 

32 

8 

Castro/Noe 

4.8 

146.1 

71 

9 

Mission/Bernal 

5.7 

184.1 

62 

10 

Potrero/Bay  View/Hunters 

5.2 

110.8 

34 

11 

Excelsior/Outer  Mission 

7.9 

74.5 

29 

Total  7.0  112.8  44 


Sources  of  information 

DPW  trees.  December  2005.  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works.  Bureau  of  Street  Trees. 
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Private  trees.  Maco  et  al.  2003.  City  of  San  Francisco.  Street  Tree  Analysis.  USDA  Forest  Service.  Pacific 
Southwest  Research  Station.  Davis  CA. 


San  Francisco  District  map.  Rodgers,  A.  2005.  Planning  Department. 


Street  tree  survival  varies  depends  on  many  factors  such  as  location,  maintenance  and  community  involvement. 
Since  1987,  over  38,000  street  trees  have  been  planted  by  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  (FUF),  the  City's 
foremost  non-profit  tree  organization.10  A  survey  of  trees  planted  by  FUF  has  shown  that  almost  90%  of  trees  were 
alive  36  months  after  planting  and  over  two-thirds  were  alive  10  years  after  planting.  There  were  important  species 
and  location  differences  in  tree  survival  and  growth,  information  that  helps  FUF  enhance  the  growth  and 
performance  of  new  plantings.  Residents  of  the  Castro/Eureka  Valley  areas  can  take  pride  that  over  90%  of  trees 
were  alive  after  10  years.11  A  national  study  on  community  based  urban  forestry  projects  confirms  the  effectiveness 
of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  similar  organizations.12 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  has  internal  departmental  data  on  street  tree  mortality.  For 
street  trees  managed  by  DPW,  the  estimated  mortality  rate  is  5%  within  five  years  after  planting.  Then  the 
estimated  mortality  rate  drops  to  1.5%  after  five  years.13 

There  is  no  comparable  study  or  data  set  for  street  trees  managed  by  property  owners  without  assistance  from 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  or  DPW. 

Common  objections  to  street  trees  are  potential  conflicts  with  pavement  and  utility  lines.  However,  in  San  Francisco 
there  are  relatively  few  conflicts  between  trees  and  these  types  of  infrastructure.  Only  15%  of  street  trees  have 
displaced  pavement  more  than  0.5  inches.  Although  the  vast  majority  of  street  trees  are  located  beneath  overhead 
utilities,  only  about  10%  have  been  topped  to  provide  clearance.  Both  of  these  conflicts  may  become  more 
significant  in  the  future  as  young  trees  enlarge  in  size.  In  order  to  ensure  tree  growth  and  health  above  and  below 
ground,  infrastructure  improvements  are  necessary. 

In  2003,  the  Urban  Forest  Council  asked  a  team  of  scientists  from  the  USDA  Forest  Service's  research  unit  in 
Davis,  California  to  calculate  the  costs  and  benefits  provided  by  the  City's  street  trees.14  The  Forest  Service  team 
worked  in  cooperation  with  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  Department  of  Public  Works  to  survey  the  street  tree 
population.  Subsequently,  the  Forest  Service  analyzed  the  cost  of  managing  26,  490  trees  maintained  by  DPW, 
and  evaluated  the  benefits  provided  by  the  trees  to  the  city. 

Street  trees  managed  by  DPW: 

■  Have  an  annual  maintenance  cost  of  $4.77  million,  based  an  operating  budget  of  $3.43  million  and  $1 .35 
million  spent  by  other  departments  on  street  trees.  The  largest  expenditures  involve  tree  pruning  ($2.26 
million)  and  litigation  costs  ($1.08  million). 

■  Provide  the  city  with  $7.5  million  in  annual  benefits  including  property  value  increases  which  account  for 
$6.9  million  per  year  of  this  total. 

■  Provide  $467,000  per  year  in  controlling  storm  water  runoff. 

■  Provide  savings  of  $85,000  in  energy  costs  (heating  &  cooling)  to  adjacent  properties. 

On  balance,  the  benefits  provided  by  city-managed  street  trees  equal  the  costs  associated  with  their  care. 


10  Website  for  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest:  www.fuf.net. 

11  Sullivan,  M.J.  2004.  Survey  of  5  and  10  year  Old  Trees  Planted  by  FUF.  Available  at  www.sftrees.com. 

Bond,  J.  October  2005.  The  Significance  of  Young  Urban  Tree  Mortality  on  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  Planning.  Urban 
Tree  Canopy  Cover  Inclusion  in  State  Implementation  Plans. 

13  Department  of  Public  Works.  2005.  Street  Tree  Mortality  Estimates. 

14  Maco,  S.,  E.  G.  McPherson,  J.  Simpson,  P.  Peper  and  Q.  Xiao.  September  2003.  City  of  San  Francisco  California  -  Street 
Tree  Analysis.  USDA  Forest  Service.  Pacific  Southwest  Research  Station.  Davis  CA.  117pp. 
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In  addition  to  San  Francisco,  the  street  trees  of  eight  other  U.S.  cities  have  been  analyzed  by  the  USDA  Forest 
Service  team  from  Davis  (Table  5).  Direct  comparisons  with  San  Francisco  must  be  made  with  caution  as  it  was 
the  densest  urban  area  and  had  the  largest  population  of  the  cities  assessed.  Part  of  the  street  tree  assessment 
involved  analyzing  expenditures-those  directly  associated  with  tree  care  (e.g.  pruning)  as  well  as  more  indirect 
costs  (e.g.,  claims  and  legal). 

Of  the  nine  cities,  San  Francisco  had  the  second  largest  street  tree  population  (behind  Minneapolis)  and  the 
second  largest  expenditures  (again  behind  Minneapolis).  San  Francisco  does  have  the  lowest  number  of  street 
trees  per  citizen  (0.14)  of  the  nine  cities.  The  Street  Tree  Action  Plan  provides  goals  and  a  budget  to  increase  the 
quantity  and  quality  of  street  trees  in  San  Francisco. 


San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  as  seen  by  the  Community 

In  early  2005,  the  Urban  Forest  Council  asked  1,100  residents,  100  in  each  of  the  11  Supervisory  Districts,  to 
comment  on  their  feelings  and  attitudes  about  the  City's  urban  forest.15  Overall,  residents  were  satisfied  with  the 
quantity  and  quality  of  trees  in  the  city,  and  were  somewhat  more  satisfied  with  parks  than  with  the  trees  on  the 
street  where  they  live. 

Across  the  City,  the  level  of  satisfaction  with  the  quality  and  quantity  of  street  trees  varied.  At  one  end  of  the  scale, 
just  over  70%  of  the  people  in  District  7  were  satisfied  with  the  trees  on  the  streets  where  they  live.  In  contrast, 
only  44%  and  45%  of  respondents  in  Districts  1 1  and  6  shared  this  view.  The  satisfaction  levels  in  other  Districts 
range  within  these  numbers.  There  did  not  appear  to  be  a  relationship  between  number  of  trees  in  a  District  and 
overall  satisfaction. 

Most  San  Franciscans  (62%)  believed  that  city  government  and  its  agencies  should  be  responsible  for  planting  and 
caring  for  trees  along  city  streets.  A  majority  supported  increasing  the  parcel  tax  in  order  that  the  government 
might  provide  these  services.  Property  owners,  however,  are  opposed  to  such  a  tax.  Twenty-five  percent  (25%)  of 
San  Franciscans  have  installed  a  tree  outside  their  home  or  apartment,  and  another  25%  have  considered  doing 
so. 

San  Franciscans  recognize  the  unique  character  and  qualities  of  rare  and  very  old  trees.  About  two-thirds 
supported  legislation  that  would  prohibit  their  removal,  even  on  private  property. 

Summary:  The  Current  State  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  consists  of  668,000  trees  located  in  1)  a  small  number  of  large  parcels,  2)  along  city 
streets,  and  3)  a  large  number  of  small  parcels.  Estimates  are  that  over  200,000  trees  are  found  in  open  spaces 
such  as  the  Presidio  and  Golden  Gate  Park.  Ownership  of  these  parcels  includes  state,  federal  and  municipal 
agencies  as  well  as  private  landholders. 

The  majority  of  the  106,000  street  trees  are  in  good  condition.  Trees  along  city  streets  are  generally  smaller  in 
size  than  those  found  in  parks.  The  ratio  of  the  City's  population  to  street  trees  is  about  7:1 ,  which  is  below  that  of 
other  cities.  The  Street  Tree  Action  Plan  provides  a  blueprint  for  increasing  the  quantity  and  quality  of  street  trees. 
Street  tree  management  is  shared  by  the  City  and  private  property  owners. 

The  remaining  368,000  trees  that  comprise  the  urban  forest  are  found  on  residential  properties,  within 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  and  as  part  of  the  landscapes  of  institutions  such  as  hospitals  and 
universities. 

Taken  together,  the  canopy  of  the  668,000  trees  covers  12%  of  San  Francisco's  land  area.  This  forest  removes 
contaminants  from  the  atmosphere,  reduces  storm  water  runoff,  provides  wildlife  habitat,  and  enhances  property 
values. 


15  Research  was  performed  by  David  Binder  Research  and  included  100  voters  in  each  of  the  1 1  Districts. 
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San  Franciscans  value  the  City's  urban  forest.  Most  residents  are  satisfied  with  the  park  system  and  value  its 
presence.  A  majority  are  satisfied  with  the  trees  on  the  street  where  they  live.  One  in  four  has  planted  a  tree!  A 
majority  of  San  Franciscans  want  City  government  to  take  a  leadership  role  in  managing  the  urban  forest. 


IV.  A  Plan  for  the  Future  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest 

San  Francisco  historically  lacked  a  natural  forest  resource.  The  existing  forest  is  the  result  of  determined  human 
efforts  at  planting  and  maintenance.  If  the  forest  is  going  to  be  sustained  in  the  future,  the  same  committed  effort  is 
needed.  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  cannot  maintain  itself  let  alone  expand  itself.  Citizens,  government 
agencies,  corporations  and  organizations  need  to  establish,  care  for  and  maintain  it. 

Goal  1.  Maintain  and  conserve  the  existing  urban  forest. 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  a  unique  assemblage  of  diverse  species,  bringing  together  trees  from  all  over  the 
world.  Many  of  the  large  groups  of  trees,  most  notably  in  the  Presidio,  Golden  Gate  Park,  and  Mount  Sutro,  are 
mature  and  are  reaching  the  end  of  their  life  spans,  with  greater  susceptibility  to  disease  and  windthrow.  The 
number  of  trees  in  these  areas  is  declining  and  the  possibility  of  huge  losses  during  episodes  of  drought,  high 
winds  and  storms  or  to  disease  continues  to  increase  over  time.  The  1998  Golden  Gate  Park  Master  Plan 
estimated  that  30  to  40%  of  the  trees  in  the  park  would  be  lost  in  the  next  20  years.  Over  the  period  1980  to  1993, 
the  tree  population  in  the  park  declined  by  over  6,000  trees  (19%  of  the  total  in  the  Park).  The  Plan  noted,  "Park 
forest  will  continue  to  decline  through  natural  aging  process." 

The  partnership  between  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  has  resulted  in 
thousands  of  trees  being  planted  along  city  streets.  There  has  not  been,  however,  a  plan  to  address  maintenance 
of  these  trees  as  they  become  mature.  At  this  time,  the  burden  for  care  falls  to  the  property  owner. 

The  parks  and  street  plantings  are  significant  contributors  to  the  city's  livability  and  a  concerted  effort  must  be  made 
to  maintain  and  conserve  them.  Otherwise,  trees  will  decline  and  die  sooner  rather  than  later.  Several  specific 
actions  are  needed  to  maintain  and  sustain  this  valuable  resource: 

■  City  of  San  Francisco  departments  that  manage  trees  should  establish  a  state  of  the  art  stewardship 
program  that  addresses  the  full  lifecycle  of  trees  within  the  urban  forest  and  the  appropriate  strategies  and 
approaches  required  for  best  management  of  the  resource.  Within  5  years,  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  Recreation  and  Park  Department  should  replace  the  current  "pruning  by  request"  effort  with  a 
program  of  scheduled  maintenance  for  all  trees. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  incorporate  an  urban  forest  component  into  the  city's  general  plan. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  enact  legislative  tools  and  public  policies  that  protect  existing  trees  on 
public  and  private  property  and  provide  consistent  enforcement. 

■  City  departments  should  prepare  management  plans  for  the  trees  and  parks  they  manage.  Agencies 
outside  city  government  should  be  encouraged  to  do  the  same. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  a  goal  of  no  net  loss  of  trees.  Where  a  tree  is  removed  due  to 
development,  whether  public  or  private,  the  responsible  party  should  be  required  to  replace  its  value,  either 
through  new  planting  or  fees. 

■  The  Recreation  and  Park  Department  should  institute  a  more  aggressive  reforestation  program  in  City 
parks. 

■  City  departments  should  expand  programs  of  habitat  restoration,  particularly  in  remnant  patches  of  pre- 
settlement  vegetation. 

■  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  should  cultivate  trees  and  vegetation  and  link  their  open  space  with  other 
areas  in  San  Francisco  and  the  Bay  Area  as  part  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan. 

Goal  2.  Expand  the  urban  forest  through  new  planting. 

San  Francisco's  urban  forest  is  not  evenly  distributed  across  the  city.  Some  neighborhoods  and  communities  have 
fewer,  smaller  and  less  healthy  trees  than  others  and  they  receive  fewer  benefits  from  trees.  To  provide  the 
benefits  of  trees  to  all  residents,  street  and  park  tree  management  programs  must  be  expanded  into  underserved 
areas.  Given  the  economically  disadvantaged  condition  of  some  districts,  the  City  and  its  partners  need  to  take 
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leadership  in  urban  forest  management.  One  possibility  is  that  the  City's  Department  of  Public  Works  can  expand 
the  number  of  streets  along  which  it  maintains  trees. 

Before  the  Department  of  Public  Works  can  plant  new  street  trees,  the  existing  street  tree  program  must  be 
strengthened.  New  trees  must  be  planted  to  replace  trees  that  were  previously  removed  from  existing  plantings 
and  opportunities  for  new  plantings  need  to  be  realized  along  with  restructuring  of  streets  and  other  public  spaces. 
Public  Works  acknowledges  that  new  trees  have  not  been  planted  at  a  rate  equal  to  their  removal.  In  addition, 
capital  improvement  projects  remove  trees  without  associated  replacement.  A  similar  situation  exists  in  other  City 
departments  like  Recreation  and  Park. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  a  goal  to  raise  canopy  cover  from  12%  to  15%  in  the  next  10 
years. 

■  The  City  should  ensure  that  street  design  and  redesign  projects  include  trees. 

■  The  Department  of  Public  Works  should  establish  a  goal  of  one  street  tree  for  every  5  residents.  Current 
levels  are  one  tree  for  every  7  residents.  A  street  tree  for  every  5  residents  would  place  San  Francisco  at 
the  average  ratio  for  cities  of  comparable  size. 

■  The  Department  of  Public  Works  should  establish  a  goal  that  85%  of  planting  spaces  should  be  planted. 
This  should  occur  in  all  districts,  as  recommended  in  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Street  Tree  Action  Plan. 

■  The  Department  of  the  Environment,  using  the  results  of  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest's  study  of  tree 
planting,  should  coordinate  an  update  of  the  recommended  species  selection  lists.  This  update  should 
become  the  citywide  approved  list  for  use  by  all  City  departments. 

■  The  Department  of  Public  Works  should  investigate  improvements  for  street  tree  planting  such  as  larger 
tree  basins,  tree  trenches,  and  structural  soil. 

■  The  Department  of  Public  Works,  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  and  the  Redevelopment  Agency 
and  other  City  departments  should  work  in  concert  with  neighborhood  and  community  groups  in  areas  with 
smaller  tree  populations  to  initiate  street  and  park  tree  plantings  such  as  North  Beach,  Sunset,  Merced, 
Potrero  Hill,  Bay  View-Hunters  Point,  and  Excelsior-Outer  Mission  districts. 

■  The  Department  of  the  Environment  should  engage  the  SF  Unified  School  District  and  associated  parent- 
faculty  groups  at  local  schools  to  develop  a  tree  planting  and  maintenance  program. 

■  City  departments  should  initiate  tree  planting  programs  at  municipal  facilities  in  the  North  Beach,  Sunset, 
Merced,  Potrero  Hill,  Bay  View-Hunters  Point,  and  Excelsior-Outer  Mission  districts. 

■  The  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Planning  Department  should  prioritize  key  streets  with  potential  for 
linking  the  city  that  can  become  corridors  for  planting. 

■  The  Planning  Department  and  Redevelopment  Agency  should  upgrade  and  expand  tree  planting  and 
landscape  requirements  in  new  projects. 

Goal  3.  Foster  a  shared  set  of  values  about  the  urban  forest  through  education  and  action. 
Few  residents  and  fewer  visitors  would  argue  that  San  Francisco  would  be  a  better  place  without  its  urban  forest. 
The  trees  that  comprise  the  urban  forest  make  the  City  a  more  livable,  enjoyable  and  desirable  place.  The  fact  that 
75%  of  San  Franciscans  are  satisfied  with  the  City's  urban  forest  reflects  this  observation.  The  challenge  lies  in 
translating  that  sense  of  satisfaction  into  a  plan  of  action,  one  with  some  urgency  associated  with  it. 

■  The  Department  of  the  Environment  should  coordinate  a  public  outreach  program  regarding  the  value  of 
parks,  open  space  and  individual  trees.  Disseminate  information  through  outlets  such  as  utility  bills,  new 
homeowner  packets  and  other  mass  outlets.  A  program  of  education  on  the  current  policies  and  city  codes 
associated  with  City  trees  as  well  as  information  on  what  constitutes  proper  tree  selection  and  care. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  provide  information  and  take  input  from  citizens  and  community  groups  in 
those  areas  where  residents  are  not  completely  satisfied  with  neighborhood  trees,  most  notably  North 
Beach,  South  of  Market,  Mission/Bernal  and  Excelsior/Outer  Mission. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  foster  community  participation  and  special  celebrations  associated  with 
major  planting  events  like  Arbor  Day. 

■  The  Department  of  the  Environment  should  engage  the  School  District  to  incorporate  tree  care  and  Arbor 
Day  celebrations  into  the  elementary  school  curriculum. 

■  The  Department  of  the  Environment  should  engage  the  religious/spiritual  community  to  incorporate  tree 
planting  and  care  into  its  programs. 
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■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  offer  creative  opportunities  to  support  urban  forestry  such  as  memorial 
tree  plantings,  adopt-a-tree  programs,  and  a  tree  endowment  fund. 

■  The  Planning  Department,  Redevelopment  Agency  and  Department  of  Public  Works  should  specify  that 
new  developments  and  streetscapes  must  provide  adequate  space  for  trees  and  growing  conditions  that 
ensure  their  survival  and  development. 

■  The  Planning  Department,  Redevelopment  Agency  and  Department  of  Public  Works  should  ensure  that 
street  design  and  redesign  projects  include  trees  as  one  of  the  project  goals,  protecting  existing  trees 
where  appropriate,  and  providing  adequate  growing  conditions  for  new  trees. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  publicly  commemorate  outstanding  contributions  to  the  urban  forest  from 
individuals,  community  organizations,  city  agencies  and  donors. 

Goal  4.  Manage  the  urban  forest  in  a  coordinated,  responsible  and  effective  manner. 
San  Franciscans  want  city  government  to  take  the  lead  role  in  managing  the  urban  forest.  They  expect  public 
agencies  to  be  role  models  for  its  stewardship.  Since  the  City  does  not  have  a  centralized  urban  forestry 
department,  there  is  a  need  for  interagency  coordination,  communication,  and  consistency  of  action.  The 
Department  of  the  Environment  currently  meets  the  role  of  coordinator.  Additional  steps  are  needed: 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco,  through  the  Department  of  the  Environment  should  establish  an 
interdepartmental  working  group  composed  of  all  departments  and  agencies  that  have  urban  forest 
management  responsibility. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  clear  lines  of  responsibility  within  City  government  for  planting, 
maintenance  and  management  of  the  urban  forest. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  develop  standards  and  best  management  practices  for  tree  selection  and 
care.  It  must  ensure  that  all  City  departments  and  projects  employ  the  standards. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  direct  the  Department  of  the  Environment  to  establish  a  sub-committee  of 
the  Urban  Forest  Council  to  work  with  owners  of  open  space  parcels  on  issues  of  common  interest. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  develop  standards  for  the  planting  and  maintenance  of  all  new  plantings 
by  all  agencies  and  contractors  in  the  City. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  incorporate  trees  in  all  street  redesign  projects,  which  provide  pedestrian, 
bicyclist  and  traffic  calming  benefits.  Opportunities  exist  within  the  Pedestrian  Master  Plan  and  Traffic 
Calming  Program  Guidelines. 

■  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  include  urban  forestry  professionals  in  the  City  departments  (such  as 
Planning)  to  provide  expertise,  review  plans,  troubleshoot  potential  problems,  and  follow  through  on 
maintenance  and  management  of  the  urban  forest. 

Goal  5.  Identify  sustainable  approaches  for  the  funding  and  implementation  of  urban  forest  initiatives. 

Taking  care  of  the  urban  forest  requires  a  significant  investment  of  labor,  resources  and  skills  and  each  stage  in  a 
tree's  life  requires  a  certain  level  of  maintenance.  Investing  in  pruning,  watering  and  mulch  for  young  trees  will 
reduce  maintenance  costs  in  the  long  run  as  the  forest  ages.  Properly  maintaining  a  mature,  aging  forest  resource 
is  costly  and  more  labor  intensive  than  maintaining  young  trees.  Funding  has  not  kept  pace  with  need.  In  fact, 
funding  levels  for  tree  care  within  City  agencies  has  declined.  The  impact  on  care  of  the  urban  forest  is  clear  and 
direct.  For  example,  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Forest  Management  Plan  created  in  1980  outlined  a  25  to  30  year  tree 
replacement  cycle  for  the  park's  aging  forests  and  yet  in  1998,  the  reforestation  project  was  operating  on  a  50-year 
cycle.  Creating  and  caring  for  the  existing  urban  forest  and  extending  into  underserved  areas  will  require 
additional,  stable  financial  resources. 

In  2000,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  lost  approximately  25%  of  its  available  funding  for  new  planting  when 
Proposition  B  expired.  The  Department  suffered  additional  cutbacks  due  to  the  loss  of  sales  tax  revenue.  This 
occurs  at  the  same  time  that  trees  planted  by  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  are  maturing  and  in  need  of  additional 
care.  Moreover,  planting  has  not  kept  pace  with  removals.  In  short,  there  is  a  crisis  in  funding  the  street  tree 
program. 

The  Recreation  and  Park  Department  and  the  Department  of  Public  Works  are  only  the  two  most  obvious  examples 
of  the  inadequacy  of  current  funding  to  sustain  the  existing  urban  forest.  Other  City  departments  with  tree  and 
forest  management  responsibility  face  similar  shortfalls.  Without  increases  in  funding  base,  the  City  cannot  care  for 
its  urban  forest. 
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V.  Working  the  Plan:  Action  Items 

Next  Steps 

Implementation  of  the  goals  and  action  items  will  require  a  coordinated  effort  by  all  who  hold  San  Francisco's  urban 
forest  important.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  must  take  the  leadership  role.  The  City  owns  some  of  the  most 
significant  parts  of  the  urban  forest,  sets  the  policies  and  funding  for  their  management,  and  is  the  role  model  for 
other  owners  and  managers.  While  a  number  of  City  departments  will  be  involved,  the  burden  of  leadership  will 
rest  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Urban  Forest  Council,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department. 

Although  all  of  the  action  items  are  important,  several  stand  out  as  requiring  immediate  attention: 

1 .  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  develop  a  citywide  set  of  standards  and  best  management 
practices  for  tree  selection,  purchase,  installation  and  care.  How  the  City  of  San  Francisco  manages 
its  trees  is  the  model  for  how  private  property  owners  will  manage  theirs.  For  this  reason,  the  City  needs 
creative  approaches,  consistent  standards  and  quality  tree  care.  The  Urban  Forest  Council  should  take  the 
lead  to  create  standards,  which  include: 

a.  Best  practices  for  tree  planting  including  recommended  species,  nursery  selection,  structural 
evaluation,  soil  volume,  etc. 

b.  Uniform  tree  pruning  standards  for  all  City  departments  based  on  the  most  recent  editions  of  the 
American  National  Standard  for  Tree  Care  Operations  (ANSI  Z133  and  A300)  as  well  as  the  Best 
Management  Practices  prepared  by  the  International  Society  of  Arboriculture. 

c.  All  City  employees  who  have  responsibility  for  tree  management  should  be  qualified  and  participate  in 
industry  continuing  education  programs.  The  basic  qualification  is  the  Certified  Arborist  program  of  the 
International  Society  of  Arboriculture. 

2.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  protect  existing  trees  from  and  during  development. 

a.  Require  tree  protection  plans  for  construction  and  development  projects.  The  Department  of  Planning 
should  establish  goals,  guidelines  and  forms  to  track  trees  before  and  after  projects. 

b.  Establish  a  Landmark  Tree  Program  to  celebrate  and  protect  notable  trees  in  San  Francisco  using  a 
range  of  subjective  and  objective  factors. 

c.  Develop  an  awards  program  that  recognizes  innovative  examples  of  projects  that  protect  valuable 
trees. 

d.  Require  that  City  agencies,  private  developments  and  individual  citizens  are  all  held  to  a  consistent  set 
of  standards. 

e.  Encourage  state  and  federal  agencies,  along  with  other  public  institutions  exempt  from  City  policies,  to 
adhere  to  City  tree  protection  requirements. 

3.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  a  goal  of  no  net  loss  of  trees  on  public  and  private 
property.  Where  a  tree  is  removed  due  to  development  whether  public  or  private,  the  responsible  party 
should  be  required  to  replace  its  value,  either  through  new  planting  or  in-lieu  fees. 

a.  Goal  of  no  net  loss  should  be  required  for  all  City  agencies  and  incorporated  into  policies  and 
ordinances  used  by  private  property  owners. 

b.  Value  of  trees  should  be  established  using  the  Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers 
methodology. 

c.  Trees  that  are  diseased,  dying,  dangerous  and  in  otherwise  poor  condition  can  be  exempt  from  certain 
requirements. 

4.  City  of  San  Francisco  departments  should  institute  a  comprehensive  reforestation  program  in  City 
parks  and  public  institutions.  How  the  trees  are  managed  and  cared  for  in  public  parks  and  facilities  is  a 
physical  representation  of  the  City's  concern  and  commitment.  An  aggressive  reforestation  program  in 
these  locations  will  demonstrate  the  City's  support  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance. 
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a.  Work  with  the  Planning  Department  to  incorporate  tree  planting  in  the  landscape  master  plan  for 
projects. 

b.  Collaborate  with  Green  Schoolyard  Alliance,  Living  Library  and  other  community  groups  to  develop  tree 
programs  at  SF  Public  School  District  and  private  schools. 

c.  Work  with  the  Recreation  &  Park  to  reinstate  the  30-year  rotation  for  reforestation  at  Golden  Gate  Park 
and  implement  existing  forest  management  plans. 

d.  Assist  public  institutions  like  Laguna  Honda  Hospital  with  developing  and  implementing  urban  forestry 
management  plans. 

5.   The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  allocate  and  secure  funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance 
from  public  and  private  sources  including  partnerships.  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  Council  has  the 
responsibility  to  identify  and  secure  stable  funding  to  support  the  planting  efforts  we  propose.  In  its  Street 
Tree  Action  Plan,  the  Council  identified  funding  needs  over  the  next  20  years.  A  research  project 
supported  by  the  Council  indicated  voter  approval  of  a  dedicated  sales  tax  increase,  a  general  parcel  tax, 
or  neighborhood  assessment  district  would  be  problematic.  As  a  result,  the  Council  is  currently  exploring 
creative  options  that  do  not  involve  taxes  or  general  funds  allocations.  The  following  items  are  suggested 
possibilities  for  funding  options  for  the  urban  forest. 

By  themselves,  none  of  these  would  yield  $20  million  annually,  but  taken  together,  we  get  quite  close. 

A.  Amend  Section  143  of  the  Planning  Code: 

For  renovation  projects  involving  more  than  $25,000,  the  property  owner  could  be  required  to  plant 
street  trees.  If  there  is  an  existing  street  tree  or  no  room  to  plant  one,  or  the  Planning  Department 
waives  the  requirement,  the  property  owner  could  pay  the  "in  lieu  fee"  (currently  $560)  to  the  Adopt-a- 
Tree  Fund  or  provide  10  to  20  years  of  maintenance  for  a  street  tree.  For  Neighborhood  Commercial 
Districts,  the  requirement  can  be  to  plant  24"  box  trees  or  larger  instead  of  15  gallon  trees.  The 
application  of  Section  143  could  be  broadened  to  other  districts,  such  as  industrial  districts. 

The  number  of  subject  renovations  can  be  estimated  based  on  the  number  of  projects  that  are 
permitted  through  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  each  year,  which  historically  figures  between 
2,500  and  3,500  renovations.  This  proposal  could  generate  upwards  of  $1.4  million  to  $2  million  per 
year. 

Increasing  the  tree  requirements  for  Planned  Unit  Developments  is  another  practical  way  to  increase 
the  quantity  and  quality  of  street  trees.  Add  a  requirement  to  plant  both  sides  of  the  street  adjacent  to  a 
Planned  Unit  Development  or  pay  an  in  lieu  fee  if  it  is  not  possible. 

B.  Increase  parking  meter  revenue,  dedicating  a  portion  to  tree  planting  &  maintenance. 

There  are  three  potential  ways  of  doing  this:  1)  activating  select  meters  on  Sundays,  2)  increasing  the 
overall  number  of  meters  in  the  City,  and  3)  charging  more  per  metered  stay.  There  is  a  very  clear 
nexus  between  private  automobiles  and  the  air-cleaning  capabilities  of  our  City's  trees  ($1.3  million  per 
year).  A  public  education  campaign  could  be  launched  called  "Sunday  for  Trees." 

C.  Establish  a  Capital  Campaign  to  build  an  Urban  Forest  Endowment. 

Much  like  the  successful  capital  campaigns  behind  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  or  the  Crissy  Field 
projects,  we  could  consider  launching  a  similarly  ambitious  capital  campaign  to  create  an  endowment, 
the  interest  on  which  would  provide  a  portion  of  our  annual  need. 

D.  Establish  environmental  impact  fees  for  large-scale  developers. 

A  progressive  fee:  the  nexus  exists  between  the  ability  of  trees  to  mitigate  the  impact  of  increased 
automobile  traffic  on  air  quality,  air  pollution,  impervious  surface,  and  visual  blight.  The  fee  would  not 
require  a  campaign  or  election  cycle.  This  fee  would  mitigate  traffic  and  air  quality  impacts  by  requiring 
the  planting  of  trees,  or  alternatively  to  contribute  to  a  fund  for  the  planting  of  street  trees.  Again,  the 
recent  Urban  Forest  Council  data  demonstrates  the  quantitative  link  between  air  quality  and  trees. 

E.  Establish  a  set-aside  for  Proposition  K  sales  tax  revenue  for  urban  forestry. 
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F.  Encourage  private  initiatives  through  assessment  districts  or  other  means,  thus  enabling 
communities  to  take  greater  responsibility  in  implementing  tree  plantings  and  reforestation 
efforts 

G.  Set  aside  funding  for  urban  forestry  from  the  General  Fund. 

In  addition  to  the  specific  funding  sources  noted  above,  a  financially  sustainable  program  must: 

■  Develop  a  consistent  message  about  the  urban  forest  and  communicate  it  among  city,  state  and 
federal  leaders  and  agencies. 

■  Identify  planting  of  urban  trees  as  an  important  mitigation  for  the  environmental  impact  of  a  wide  range 
of  projects. 

■  Develop  programs  for  gifting  by  charitable  foundations,  groups  and  individuals. 

■  Aggressively  pursue  and  secure  funding  from  public  and  private  sources  for  planting  and  maintenance. 

■  Establish  stable  funding  for  community  stewardship  programs  like  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest, 
Neighborhood  Parks  Council,  and  more. 

6.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  one  or  more  goals  for  the  urban  forest  and  monitor  the 
results  periodically.  Because  the  benefits  of  the  urban  forest  are  directly  related  to  extent  of  tree  canopy, 
an  increased  canopy  would  provide  additional  benefits  to  the  City's  residents  and  visitors.  The  Urban 
Forest  Council  Street  Tree  Action  Plan  is  a  blueprint  to  reach  the  following  goals: 

a.  One  street  tree  for  every  5  residents,  raising  the  number  of  street  trees  from  1 06,000  to  1 55,000. 

b.  1 5%  canopy  coverage,  increasing  the  number  of  trees  in  the  City  from  668,000  to  835,000. 

In  terms  of  monitoring 

c.  Complete  and  periodically  update  a  street  tree  inventory  in  a  centralized  database. 

d.  Update  the  UFORE  study  in  five  years. 

7.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  update  the  list  of  recommended  trees.  Trees  for  San  Francisco  -  A 
guide  to  street-tree  planting  and  care  was  published  in  1995  and  needs  to  be  revised.  Friends  or  the  Urban 
Forest  and  the  Department  of  Public  Works  can  lead  the  efforts  to  update  the  list  of  recommended  trees. 
The  list  of  recommended  trees  should  reflect  tree  availability,  horticultural  advancements  and  the  local 
character  and  identity  of  San  Francisco.  Furthermore,  the  list  of  planting  situations  needs  to  be  expanded 
beyond  street  trees.  A  related  idea  is  creating  a  list  of  "recommended  plants"  to  place  underneath  trees. 
Likewise,  a  list  of  "plants  to  avoid"  will  prevent  people  from  choosing  undesirable  or  invasive  vegetation  that 
interferes  with  the  health  of  the  tree. 

8.  Elected  and  community  leaders  in  San  Francisco  should  implement  tree  planting  programs 
targeting  underserved  neighborhoods  in  order  to  achieve  more  environmental  equity  and 
accessibility.  The  North  Beach,  Sunset,  Merced,  Potrero  Hill,  Bay  View-Hunters  Point,  and  Excelsior- 
Outer  Mission  districts  have  a  lower  number  of  street  trees  than  other  areas  of  the  City.  In  order  to  rectify 
this  situation: 

a.  Direct  the  Department  of  Public  Works  to  provide  additional  funding  to  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
to  initiate  planting  projects  in  these  neighborhoods. 

b.  Engage  the  local  community  groups  to  support  tree  planting  and  aftercare. 

c.  Direct  City  facilities  to  initiate  tree  planting  efforts  on  City  property. 

d.  Incorporate  tree  planting  into  larger  neighborhood  improvement  efforts. 

e.  Facilitate  programs  to  create  miniparks  and  permeable  landscaping  where  open  space  is  limited 
(Plant*SF,  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Gardens,  DPW  Street  Parks). 

9.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  engage  the  SF  Unified  School  District,  Parent  Teacher 
Associations  and  community  groups  to  develop  tree  planting  programs.  Tree  planting  programs  at 
schools  not  only  provide  shade  and  protection  from  UV  radiation,  but  also  engage  students  in  the  need  to 
care  for  the  urban  forest. 
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a.  Assist  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  develop  a  tree  outreach  program  to  schools  and  school  groups. 
Provide  information  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance. 

b.  Support  existing  groups  like  the  Green  School  Yard  Alliance  and  Living  Library  that  are  developing 
gardens  and  trees  on  school  property.  * 

c.  Incorporate  arboriculture,  urban  forestry  and  forest  conservation  into  school  curriculum  activities. 

d.  Secure  funding  and  in-kind  donations  for  tree  planting  and  care  in  schools  through  government  and 
private  sources. 

e.  Develop  a  recognition  program  to  acknowledge  tree  planting  and  care  at  schools. 

f.  Encourage  tree  care  professionals,  school  families  and  neighbors  to  donate  time,  money  and 
resources  for  school  trees. 

The  Urban  Forest  Council  urges  the  City  of  San  Francisco  to  take  immediate  action  on  the  nine  steps  listed  above 
as  there  is  no  time  to  lose. 
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2  [Urban  Forest  Plan] 

3  <* 

4  Resolution  endorsing  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  requesting  the  support  of  the  Board  of 

5  Supervisors  and  Mayor. 

6  WHEREAS,  Environmental  Code,  Chapter  12,  Section  1204  mandates  that  the 

7  Urban  Forestry  Council  produce  a  long-term  comprehensive  urban  forest  plan  for  the 

8  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest;  and, 

9  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  acknowledges  the  importance  of  vision, 

10  planning,  and  action  in  regard  to  urban  trees;  and, 

n  WHEREAS,  Dr.  Jim  Clark  has  created  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  with  guidance  from 

12  the  Urban  Forest  Council;  now,  therefore  be  it 

13  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  endorses  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  and  be  it 

14  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  works  with  the  Planning  Department  to 


15  incorporate  sections  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  General  Plan  and  requests  the 

16  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  support  this  process. 

17 
18 

19 
20 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

DRAFT  MINUTES 

Tuesday,  February  28,  2006,  5:30  p.m. 


1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:40  p.m. 

Council  Coordinator  Harte  introduced  a  new  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council, 
Member  Mark  Sustarich  who  is  a  representative  from  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  replacing  Member  Herman. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke  (arrived  at  5:50  p.m.),  Rodgers,  Sustarich  and  Sullivan; 
Absent:  Council  Members  Cornell  and  Fisher;  Excused:  Council  Member  Sacamano. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Member  Cohen  questioned  (1)  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  that  indicated 
that  Member  Sacamano  stated  that  he  was  not  in  support  of  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  letter  supporting  the  Ordinance  because  he  was  not  in  favor  of  the  significant  tree 
section  and  (2)  the  process  for  indicating  when  a  member  arrives  at  the  meeting  late  and 
how  it  is  reflected  in  roll  call  and  in  a  vote.  Member  Cohen  was  invited  to  review  the 
audiotape  from  the  meeting.  The  Council  was  advised  that  members  are  indicated  as 
absent  if  they  are  not  present  for  a  vote.  After  discussion  the  following  action  was  taken: 

Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Sullivan  and  second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the 
Minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Regular  Meeting  were  adopted.  No  public  comment 
was  heard  at  this  time.  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006 
Regular  Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=37123. 
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VOTE:        Approved  (8-2)  (4  Absent)  (1  Excused) 

AYES:        Council  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Rodgers, 
and  Sullivan 

NOES:        Council  Members  Blair  and  Cohen 

ABSENT:     Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano 

EXCUSED:  Council  Member  Sustarich 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Permeable  Sidewalk  Landscape  Permit.  Mr.  Black  explained  the 
permeable  sidewalk  landscape  permit  process  and  fee  for  planting  trees,  shrubs  and 
other  vegetation.  (Explanatory  documents:  Landscape  Permit  Fee 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/LandscapeP 
,  Landscape  permitting  instructions  1-27-06 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Landscapepermittinqinst 
ructionsi2706.doc.  Public  Works  Code  -  sidewalk  landscape  permits  legislation 
http://web.sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/landscp2legislation.doc: 
Permit  Application 

http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2006/PermitApplication.xls. 
Sidewalk  Landscape  Permits 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedflles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SidewalkLandscapePerrnits.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Rob  Black,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier 

Coordinator  Harte  spoke  in  support  of  Public  Works  Code  -  sidewalk  landscape  permits 
legislation  and  indicated  it  would  facilitate  citizen  action  of  more  planting  and  removal  of 
concrete  in  streets.  Mr.  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  legislation  is  a  joint  venture 
between  the  Mayor's  Office  and  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier,  and  that  Ms.  Carla  Short, 
Department  of  Public  Works  and  Mr.  Marshall  Foster,  Mayor's  Office  were  instrumental 
in  creating  this  legislation. 

Mr.  Black,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier's  Office  discussed  the  background  of  the 
proposed  legislation  and  indicated  that  it  may  be  scheduled  for  a  Committee  meeting 
within  the  next  two  weeks.  Mr.  Black  advised  the  Council  that  suggestions  for 
amendments  would  be  accepted  at  this  time,  and  the  Council  is  welcome  to  attend  the 
next  Committee  meeting  and  provide  comments. 

Mr.  Marshall  Foster,  Director  of  Greening,  Mayor's  Office  discussed  the  development  of 
the  fee  proposal  and  indicated  that  the  goal  was  to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  fee  and  to 
create  a  simple  permit  review  process  that  is  more  efficient,  timely,  and  at  a  lower  cost. 
Mr.  Foster  advised  the  Council  that  an  updated  tiered  fee  structure  had  been  introduced 
and  would  provide  a  current  version.  Main  topics  discussed: 

(1)  The  proposed  fee  providing  cost  recovery  for  staff  time  for  site  visits  and  map 
reviews  and  future  plan  to  account  for  cost  benefits  associated  with  permeable 
landscaping; 
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(2)  The  benefit  of  multiple  property  owners  working  together  to  reduce  the  cost  of  a 
permit  as  it  would  require  fewer  site  visits; 

(3)  The  City  Community  Challenge  Grant  Program  that  provides  matching  grants  to 
local  residents,  businesses,  non-profits  and  other  community  groups  to  make 
physical  improvements  to  their  neighborhoods-website  http://www.sfccqp.org; 

(4)  The  City's  $11  million  dollar  program  to  do  a  series  of  streetscape  programs 
across  the  City  that  includes  permit  and  standards  reform;  and 

(5)  Selection  of  appropriate  species  for  planting. 

Ms.  Carla  Short,  Department  of  Public  Works  discussed  the  difference  between  street 
tree  and  landscape  permitting  fees  and  the  need  to  determine  landscape  permit  time 
limits  from  the  time  the  permit  is  issued  to  the  time  the  work  is  completed. 

Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  work  on  an 
educational  document  explaining  the  new  permitting  process. 

In  addition  to  topics  discussed  with  Mr.  Black,  Mr.  Foster  and  Ms.  Short  described 
above,  Council  Members  discussed  the  need  for  affordable  programs  for  residents, 
methods  to  encourage  the  project,  the  minimum  width  of  a  sidewalk  where  a  project  can 
be  implemented,  and  desirability  of  landscaping  bus  zones. 

A  Resolution  supporting  the  proposed  legislation  would  be  prepared  for  the  Council's 
March  meeting.  A  request  was  made  to  advise  the  Council  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors/Committee's  exact  hearing  dates  on  the  legislation. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Coordinator  Harte 

presented  a  final  version  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  incorporates  comments  from  the 
Planning  Committee  and  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Council  members  voted  on  a 
resolution  to  approve  the  plan.  (Explanatory  documents:  Urban  Forest  Plan  Feb06_final 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UrbanForestPlanFeb06final.  pdf. 

Resolution  002-06-UFC  Urban  Forest  Plan  Resolution 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res%20002-06- 
UFC%20UrbanForestPlan.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  the  Council  approve  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Final 
Draft  and  forward  the  Plan  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Planning  Department  for 
inclusion  in  the  General  Plan.  A  cover  letter  will  be  submitted  indicating  that  the  Plan  is 
the  first  step  in  the  process. 

The  Council  inquired  about  future  requirements  for  updating  the  Urban  Forest  Plan. 
Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  establishing  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance  (Chapter  12  of  the  Environment  Code)  did  not  specify  a  requirement  for 
updating  the  Plan.  A  request  was  made  to  further  research  the  requirement  to 
determine  whether  future  updates  would  be  required. 
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Recommendations  were  made  to  further  elaborate  on  the  Plan's  starter  nature  and  that  it 
should  contain  a  request  for  public  comment  and  input.  A  discussion  was  held  on 
implementation  of  the  Plan's  goals  and  how  it  relates  to  future  Council  work,  potential 
funding-sources  and  initiatives  to  implement  the  Plan's  goals,  the  natural  areas 
program's  adverse  effect  on  trees,  policy  development,  and  purpose/process  of  the 
General  Plan. 

Mr.  Richard  Ingraham,  Geneticist,  described  the  history  and  canopy  of  the  Fairmount 
area  and  inquired  about  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Executive  Summary  that  indicates  that 
when  a  tree  is  removed  it  should  be  replaced  in  kind  and  if  that  would  mean  the  same 
species.  Mr.  Ingraham  suggested  that  when  gentrifying  an  old  neighborhood  to  select 
trees  that  would  not  cause  future  problems  and  are  not  expensive  to  maintain  and  that 
UC  Botanical  could  provide  recommendations  on  the  appropriateness  of  a  particular  tree 
for  its  potential  in  a  particular  microclimate. 

Upon  motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Boss,  it  was  adopted  that 
Member  Sustarich  would  be  excused  from  voting  on  this  item. 

VOTE:      Adopted  (12-0)  (3  Absent) 

AYES:     Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Griswold,  Miller, 
Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sullivan,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher  and  Sacamano 

Upon  motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Sullivan,  the  Resolution 
approving  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  was  adopted. 

VOTE:         Adopted  (1 1  -0)  (3  Absent)  (1  Abstained) 

AYES:         Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Griswold,  Miller, 
Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sullivan 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:       Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher  and  Sacamano 
ABSTAINED:  Member  Sustarich 


6.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Coordinator  Harte  provided  an  update  on  the 
development  of  landmark  tree  criteria.  The  Council  discussed  their  role  in  this  program 
and  as  an  advisory  group. 

Sponsors:  Alexis  Harte  and  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 
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Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  purpose  of  this  agenda  item  was  to 
discuss  the  process  for  interfacing  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  recommend  future 
improvements,  and  to  discuss  what  would  be  required  of  the  Council  based  on  the  new 
Ordinance  that  went  into  effect  on  Monday,  February  27. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  member  Costello  discussed 
the  process  the  Board  of  Supervisors  took  in  approving  an  Ordinance  without  waiting  for 
formal  input  from  the  Council.  Several  Council  members  discussed  their  role  as  an 
advisory  body  and  agreed  that  the  Board  should  have  waited  for  input  before  approving 
the  legislation  while  other  members  felt  that  the  Board  had  received  adequate  input  and 
have  their  own  process  to  follow.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Council  follow  the 
Board's  schedule  more  diligently  in  the  future  so  that  recommendations  can  be  made 
before  their  meetings  are  held.  Chair  Milne  discussed  a  meeting  he  had  with  Supervisor 
Peskin  regarding  this  issue  where  the  Supervisor  offered  to  speak  to  the  Council. 

Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  charge  as  the  official  body  to 
develop  the  landmark  tree  criteria,  nominate  and  approve  landmark  trees,  and  then 
forward  a  recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Documents  that  were 
presented  at  the  Council  meeting  for  consideration  included  (1)  a  flow  chart  showing  the 
landmark  tree  nomination  process,  and  (2)  nomination,  evaluation,  and  removal  of 
landmark  tree  forms  that  were  created  based  on  examples  from  other  cities  with  similar 
laws 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedflles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/LandmarkTreeProcessform  pdf. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  an  effort  would  be  made  to  create  outreach 
material  for  the  public's  information.  Council  members  were  asked  to  forward  their 
suggestions  to  Coordinator  Harte  on  landmark  tree  criteria  and  forms  before  the  next 
Planning  Committee  meeting  on  March  16. 

Member  Rodgers  presented  her  work  on  creating  tree  protection  strategies  during  the 
building  permit  approval  process  in  the  context  of  the  new  landmark  tree  ordinance. 

Council  Member  Miller  left  at  this  time  (8:05  p.m.) 

The  Council  considered  strategies  for  nominating  trees  on  an  ongoing  basis.  Council 
Members  favored  the  idea  of  creating  a  Committee  that  would  recommend  landmark 
trees  to  the  full  Council  and  requested  that  the  Planning  Committee  consider 
technicalities  such  as  how  often  to  hear  recommendations,  Committee  structure,  and 
creating  a  landmark  tree  numbering  system. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator: 

http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmentymeetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/Coordin 
Coordinator  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  there  is  an  opportunity  to  take  on  new 
projects  and  that  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  would  provide  a  framework  of  what  the  work 
would  be.  Mr.  Harte  recommended  that  more  time  be  allocated  to  public  education 
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around  new  programs  and  fund  raising  and  requested  that  Council  members  submit 
additional  topics  for  future  agendas. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  March  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

Chair  Milne  advised  the  Council  that  the  Funding  Committee  did  not  meet  on 
January  24,  2006.  It  was  announced  that  Member  Sullivan  has  resigned  from 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council  effective  March  1.  A  request  was  made  to  create  a 
commendation  letter  to  present  to  Member  Sullivan.  Coordinator  Harte  advised 
Chair  Milne  that  two  members  should  be  appointed  to  the  Funding  Committee. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  March  16,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Planning  Committee  approved  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan  and  worked  on  refining  the  criteria  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  bylaws  call  for  members  to  declare  their 
interest  in  the  office  of  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  at  the  March  meeting.  Elections  would  be 
scheduled  for  the  April  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  An  announcement  was  made  that  the  March  12 
newspaper  edition  of  the  pink  section  would  contain  an  article  about  Member  Sullivan. 
Coordinator  Harte  requested  that  Council  members  attend  the  Arbor  Day  planting  on 
March  18  at  19th  and  Vicente  Streets,  Larsen  Park.  Website  is  http://www.sfarborday.org  for 
more  information  and  to  RSVP. 

1 1 .  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  8:15  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
ivToniea.Fish(S)Sfgov.org. 


Respectfully  submitted  by: 
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Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

APPROVED  MINUTES 

Tuesday,  February  28,  2006,  5:30  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 
APR  ~  3  Z006 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:40  p.m. 

Council  Coordinator  Harte  introduced  a  new  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council, 
Member  Mark  Sustarich  who  is  a  representative  from  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  replacing  Member  Herman. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke  (arrived  at  5:50  p.m.),  Rodgers,  Sustarich  and  Sullivan; 
Absent:  Council  Members  Cornell  and  Fisher;  Excused:  Council  Member  Sacamano. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Member  Cohen  questioned  (1)  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  that  indicated 
that  Member  Sacamano  stated  that  he  was  not  in  support  of  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  letter  supporting  the  Ordinance  because  he  was  not  in  favor  of  the  significant  tree 
section  and  (2)  the  process  for  indicating  when  a  member  arrives  at  the  meeting  late  and 
how  it  is  reflected  in  roll  call  and  in  a  vote.  Member  Cohen  was  invited  to  review  the 
audiotape  from  the  meeting.  The  Council  was  advised  that  members  are  indicated  as 
absent  if  they  are  not  present  for  a  vote.  After  discussion  the  following  action  was  taken: 

Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Sullivan  and  second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the 
Minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006  Regular  Meeting  were  adopted.  No  public  comment 
was  heard  at  this  time.  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Minutes  of  the  January  13,  2006 
Regular  Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=371 23. 
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VOTE:        Approved  (8-2)  (4  Absent)  (1  Excused) 

AYES:        Council  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Rodgers, 
and  Sullivan 

NOES:        Council  Members  Blair  and  Cohen 

ABSENT:    Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano 

EXCUSED:  Council  Member  Sustarich 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Permeable  Sidewalk  Landscape  Permit.  Mr.  Black  explained  the 
permeable  sidewalk  landscape  permit  process  and  fee  for  planting  trees,  shrubs  and 
other  vegetation.  (Explanatory  documents:  Landscape  Permit  Fee 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/LandscapePerm 
,  Landscape  permitting  instructions  1-27-06 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Landscapepermittinqinst 
ructionsi2706.doc.  Public  Works  Code  -  sidewalk  landscape  permits  legislation 
http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2006/landscp2legislation.doc: 
Permit  Application 

http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2006/PermitApplication.xls, 
Sidewalk  Landscape  Permits 

httD://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supporting/2006/SidewalkLandscapePermits.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Rob  Black,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier 

Coordinator  Harte  spoke  in  support  of  Public  Works  Code  -  sidewalk  landscape  permits 
legislation  and  indicated  it  would  facilitate  citizen  action  of  more  planting  and  removal  of 
concrete  in  streets.  Mr.  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  legislation  is  a  joint  venture 
between  the  Mayor's  Office  and  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier,  and  that  Ms.  Carla  Short, 
Department  of  Public  Works  and  Mr.  Marshall  Foster,  Mayor's  Office  were  instrumental 
in  creating  this  legislation. 

Mr.  Black,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier's  Office  discussed  the  background  of  the 
proposed  legislation  and  indicated  that  it  may  be  scheduled  for  a  Committee  meeting 
within  the  next  two  weeks.  Mr.  Black  advised  the  Council  that  suggestions  for 
amendments  would  be  accepted  at  this  time,  and  the  Council  is  welcome  to  attend  the 
next  Committee  meeting  and  provide  comments. 

Mr.  Marshall  Foster,  Director  of  Greening,  Mayor's  Office  discussed  the  development  of 
the  fee  proposal  and  indicated  that  the  goal  was  to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  fee  and  to 
create  a  simple  permit  review  process  that  is  more  efficient,  timely,  and  at  a  lower  cost. 
Mr.  Foster  advised  the  Council  that  an  updated  tiered  fee  structure  had  been  introduced 
and  would  provide  a  current  version.  Main  topics  discussed: 

(1)  The  proposed  fee  providing  cost  recovery  for  staff  time  for  site  visits  and  map 
reviews  and  future  plan  to  account  for  cost  benefits  associated  with  permeable 
landscaping; 


(2)  The  benefit  of  multiple  property  owners  working  together  to  reduce  the  cost  of  a 
permit  as  it  would  require  fewer  site  visits; 
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(3)  The  City  Community  Challenge  Grant  Program  that  provides  matching  grants  to 
local  residents,  businesses,  non-profits  and  other  community  groups  to  make 
physical  improvements  to  their  neighborhoods-website  http://www.sfccgp.org; 

(4)  The  City's  $11  million  dollar  program  to  do  a  series  of  streetscape  programs 
across  the  City  that  includes  permit  and  standards  reform;  and 

(5)  Selection  of  appropriate  species  for  planting. 

Ms.  Carla  Short,  Department  of  Public  Works  discussed  the  difference  between  street 
tree  and  landscape  permitting  fees  and  the  need  to  determine  landscape  permit  time 
limits  from  the  time  the  permit  is  issued  to  the  time  the  work  is  completed. 

Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  work  on  an 
educational  document  explaining  the  new  permitting  process. 

In  addition  to  topics  discussed  with  Mr.  Black,  Mr.  Foster  and  Ms.  Short  described 
above,  Council  Members  discussed  the  need  for  affordable  programs  for  residents, 
methods  to  encourage  the  project,  the  minimum  width  of  a  sidewalk  where  a  project  can 
be  implemented,  and  desirability  of  landscaping  bus  zones. 

A  Resolution  supporting  the  proposed  legislation  would  be  prepared  for  the  Council's 
March  meeting.  A  request  was  made  to  advise  the  Council  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors/Committee's  exact  hearing  dates  on  the  legislation. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forest  Plan.  Coordinator  Harte 

presented  a  final  version  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  incorporates  comments  from  the 
Planning  Committee  and  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Council  members  voted  on  a 
resolution  to  approve  the  plan.  (Explanatory  documents:  Urban  Forest  Plan  Feb06_final 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/UrbanForestPlanFeb06final.pdf. 

Resolution  002-06-UFC  Urban  Forest  Plan  Resolution 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res%20002-06- 
UFC%20UrbanForestPlan.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  the  Council  approve  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Final 
Draft  and  forward  the  Plan  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Planning  Department  for 
inclusion  in  the  General  Plan.  A  cover  letter  will  be  submitted  indicating  that  the  Plan  is 
the  first  step  in  the  process. 

The  Council  inquired  about  future  requirements  for  updating  the  Urban  Forest  Plan. 
Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  establishing  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance  (Chapter  12  of  the  Environment  Code)  did  not  specify  a  requirement  for 
updating  the  Plan.  A  request  was  made  to  further  research  the  requirement  to 
determine  whether  future  updates  would  be  required. 

Recommendations  were  made  to  further  elaborate  on  the  Plan's  starter  nature  and  that  it 
should  contain  a  request  for  public  comment  and  input.  A  discussion  was  held  on 
implementation  of  the  Plan's  goals  and  how  it  relates  to  future  Council  work,  potential 
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funding-sources  and  initiatives  to  implement  the  Plan's  goals,  the  natural  areas 
program's  adverse  effect  on  trees,  policy  development,  and  purpose/process  of  the 
General  Plan. 

Mr.  Richard  Ingraham,  Geneticist,  described  the  history  and  canopy  of  the  Fairmount 
area  and  inquired  about  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Executive  Summary  that  indicates  that 
when  a  tree  is  removed  it  should  be  replaced  in  kind  and  if  that  would  mean  the  same 
species.  Mr.  Ingraham  suggested  that  when  gentrifying  an  old  neighborhood  to  select 
trees  that  would  not  cause  future  problems  and  are  not  expensive  to  maintain  and  that 
UC  Botanical  could  provide  recommendations  on  the  appropriateness  of  a  particular  tree 
for  its  potential  in  a  particular  microclimate. 

Upon  motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Boss,  it  was  adopted  that 
Member  Sustarich  would  be  excused  from  voting  on  this  item. 

VOTE:      Adopted  (12-0)  (3  Absent) 

AYES:     Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Griswold,  Miller, 
Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sullivan,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher  and  Sacamano 

Upon  motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Sullivan,  the  Resolution 
approving  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  was  adopted. 

VOTE:         Adopted  (11-0)  (3  Absent)  (1  Abstained) 

AYES:         Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Griswold,  Miller, 
Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sullivan 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:       Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher  and  Sacamano 
ABSTAINED:  Member  Sustarich 


6.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Coordinator  Harte  provided  an  update  on  the 
development  of  landmark  tree  criteria.  The  Council  discussed  their  role  in  this  program 
and  as  an  advisory  group. 

Sponsors:  Alexis  Harte  and  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  the  purpose  of  this  agenda  item  was  to 
discuss  the  process  for  interfacing  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  recommend  future 
improvements,  and  to  discuss  what  would  be  required  of  the  Council  based  on  the  new 
Ordinance  that  went  into  effect  on  Monday,  February  27. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  member  Costello  discussed 
the  process  the  Board  of  Supervisors  took  in  approving  an  Ordinance  without  waiting  for 
formal  input  from  the  Council.  Several  Council  members  discussed  their  role  as  an 
advisory  body  and  agreed  that  the  Board  should  have  waited  for  input  before  approving 
the  legislation  while  other  members  felt  that  the  Board  had  received  adequate  input  and 
have  their  own  process  to  follow.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Council  follow  the 
Board's  schedule  more  diligently  in  the  future  so  that  recommendations  can  be  made 
before  their  meetings  are  held.  Chair  Milne  discussed  a  meeting  he  had  with  Supervisor 
Peskin  regarding  this  issue  where  the  Supervisor  offered  to  speak  to  the  Council. 

Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  charge  as  the  official  body  to 
develop  the  landmark  tree  criteria,  nominate  and  approve  landmark  trees,  and  then 
forward  a  recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Documents  that  were 
presented  at  the  Council  meeting  for  consideration  included  (1)  a  flow  chart  showing  the 
landmark  tree  nomination  process,  and  (2)  nomination,  evaluation,  and  removal  of 
landmark  tree  forms  that  were  created  based  on  examples  from  other  cities  with  similar 
laws 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqsM 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  an  effort  would  be  made  to  create  outreach 
material  for  the  public's  information.  Council  members  were  asked  to  forward  their 
suggestions  to  Coordinator  Harte  on  landmark  tree  criteria  and  forms  before  the  next 
Planning  Committee  meeting  on  March  16. 

Member  Rodgers  presented  her  work  on  creating  tree  protection  strategies  during  the 
building  permit  approval  process  in  the  context  of  the  new  landmark  tree  ordinance. 

Council  Member  Miller  left  at  this  time  (8:05  p.m.) 

The  Council  considered  strategies  for  nominating  trees  on  an  ongoing  basis.  Council 
Members  favored  the  idea  of  creating  a  Committee  that  would  recommend  landmark 
trees  to  the  full  Council  and  requested  that  the  Planning  Committee  consider 
technicalities  such  as  how  often  to  hear  recommendations,  Committee  structure,  and 
creating  a  landmark  tree  numbering  system. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator: 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles^ 

Coordinator  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  the  Council  that  there  is  an  opportunity  to  take  on  new 
projects  and  that  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  would  provide  a  framework  of  what  the  work 
would  be.  Mr.  Harte  recommended  that  more  time  be  allocated  to  public  education 
around  new  programs  and  fund  raising  and  requested  that  Council  members  submit 
additional  topics  for  future  agendas. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Michael  Sullivan 
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The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  March  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

Chair  Milne  advised  the  Council  that  the  Funding  Committee  did  not  meet  on 
January  24,  2006.  It  was  announced  that  Member  Sullivan  has  resigned  from 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council  effective  March  1.  A  request  was  made  to  create  a 
commendation  letter  to  present  to  Member  Sullivan.  Coordinator  Harte  advised 
Chair  Milne  that  two  members  should  be  appointed  to  the  Funding  Committee. 

•    Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  March  16,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Planning  Committee  approved  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan  and  worked  on  refining  the  criteria  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  bylaws  call  for  members  to  declare  their 
interest  in  the  office  of  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  at  the  March  meeting.  Elections  would  be 
scheduled  for  the  April  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  An  announcement  was  made  that  the  March  12 
newspaper  edition  of  the  pink  section  wouJd  contain  an  article  about  Member  Sullivan. 
Coordinator  Harte  requested  that  Council  members  attend  the  Arbor  Day  planting  on 
March  1 8  at  1 9th  and  Vicente  Streets,  Larsen  Park.  Website  is  http://www.sfarborday.org  for 
more  information  and  to  RSVP. 

1 1 .  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  8:15  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica. Fish(5),Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  March  24,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-3-UFC 


Resolution  No.  002-06-UFC 


1  [Urban  Forest  Plan] 

2 

3  Resolution  endorsing  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  requesting  the  support  of  the  Board  of 

4  Supervisors  and  Mayor. 

5  WHEREAS,  Environmental  Code,  Chapter  12,  Section  1204  mandates  that  the 

6  Urban  Forestry  Council  produce  a  long-term  comprehensive  urban  forest  plan  for  the 

7  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  acknowledges  the  importance  of  vision, 

9  planning,  and  action  in  regard  to  urban  trees;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  Dr.  Jim  Clark  has  created  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  with  guidance  from 
n  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  now,  therefore  be  it 

12  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  endorses  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  and  be  it 

13  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  works  with  the  Planning  Department  to 

14  incorporate  sections  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  General  Plan  and  requests  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  support  this  process. 

16  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's 

17  Special  Meeting  on  February  28,  2006. 

18 


19  0'ty:'^ 


20  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
21 

22  VOTE:  Adopted  (1 1-0)  (1  Abstained)  (3  Absent) 

23  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Quirke, 

24  Rodgers,  and  Sullivan 

25  Noes:  None 

26  Absent:  Council  Members  Cornell,  Fisher  and  Sacamano 

27  Abstained:  Council  Member  Sustarich  r-M-rrr 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Regular 
Meeting) 

4.  INFORMATION:  Introduction  of  new  Council  Member  Susan  Nervo. 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Nominations  for  Chair  and  Vice  Chair. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan.  Council 
members  may  discuss  and  vote  on  a  resolution  to  commend  former  member  Michael 
Sullivan  for  his  contributions  to  urban  forestry.  (Explanatory  document:  Resolution  for 
Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Mr.  Harte  will  present 
criteria  for  landmark  tree  designation  and  removal.  Council  members  may  vote  on  a 
resolution  to  approve  the  criteria  and  forward  them  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
Mayor.  (Explanatory  documents:  Landmark  Tree  Process  report,  Landmark  Nomination 
chart,  Landmark  Removal  chart,  Landmark  Nomination  form,  Landmark  Evaluation  form, 
Landmark  Removal  form,  Resolution  for  Landmark  Tree  Policy) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Update  on  Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit.  Paul 
Sacamano  will  update  the  Council  on  the  proposed  sidewalk  landscaping  permit 
process.  Council  members  may  vote  on  a  resolution  to  support  this  permit.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Sidewalk  landscaping  instructions,  Sidewalk  landscaping  permit,  Resolution 
for  Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Paul  Sacamano 

9  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Role.  Council 
members  will  discuss  asking  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  retroactive  clarification  on  the 
role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  during  the  legislative  process  for  Ordinance  0017-06 
Amendment  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  801,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees, 
and  penalties  for  violations. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 


10.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

11.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  23,  2006  at  1200  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  April  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

12.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

13.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

14.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

15.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 


agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.ora.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.  Fish(S)Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  March  16,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-06-UFC  Resolution  No. 

March  24,  2006 

l     [Commendation  for  Michael  Sullivan] 


2  Resolution  commending  Michael  Sullivan  for  his  dedication  to  the  Urban  Forestry 

3  Council  and  to  greatly  improving  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  through  his  ongoing 

4  volunteer  advocacy  and  education  efforts. 

5 

6  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  "Trees  of  San  Francisco"  is  both  an  artistic  and 

7  botanical  triumph,  and  a  functional  guide  to  wit,  and 

8  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  deep  and  long-standing  involvement  with  Friends 

9  of  the  Urban  Forest,  both  as  a  volunteer  and  a  Board  Member,  has  made  an  indelible 

10  mark  on  that  organization;  and, 

n  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan  made  an  undeniable  contribution  to  the  Urban 

12  Forestry  Council  and  its  achievements  to  date;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan  has  conducted  valuable  studies  on  the  health  of 

14  San  Francisco's  Street  trees;  and, 

15  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  regular  Saturday  Tree  tours  have  become  a  San 

16  Francisco  institution;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

n  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  commends  Michael  Sullivan  for  his 

18  dedication  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  to  vastly  improving  San  Francisco's  urban 

19  forest  through  his  advocacy  and  education  efforts;  and  be  it  further 

20  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  wishes  Michael  Sullivan  well  in  his 

21  future  endeavors. 


Urban  Forest  Council 


Created  on  3/14/2006  1 :59  PM 


Nomination,  Approval  or  Denial,  and  Appeals  Procedure 
for  San  Francisco's  Landmark  Tree 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
(draft  3/15/06) 


I.  Nomination  of  a  landmark  tree 

The  Landmark  Tree  program  allows  for  the  nomination  of  trees  on  public  and 
private  property  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Certain  individuals 
and  groups  are  authorized  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark  tree  designation. 

Property  owners  may  nominate  a  tree  on  their  property.  In  addition,  The  Board  of 
Supervisors,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  heads  of  City 
departments  or  agencies  may  nominate  a  tree.  An  authorized  nominator  will 
submit  a  nomination  form  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

City  staff  will  examine  and  evaluate  the  tree  using  an  evaluation  form. 

Following  staff  review,  a  committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  meet  every 
-  months  to  consider  the  staff  report.  The  committee  will  forward  its 
recommendations  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Next,  the  full  Council  will  vote 
every  -  months  to  approve  or  deny  the  list  of  active  tree  nominations.  If  the 
Council  approves  the  tree,  the  recommendation  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  If  the  Council  rejects  the  tree,  it  will  not  be  reviewed  again  for  three 
years. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  makes  the  final  decision  about  the  landmark  status  of 
a  nominated  tree.  If  the  Board  approves  the  tree,  it  becomes  a  designated 
landmark  tree.  If  the  Board  rejects  the  tree,  it  will  not  receive  any  special 
protection  or  designation. 

II.  Designation  of  landmark  tree 

The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will  take  the  following  action  for  a 
designated  landmark  tree.  First,  the  City  will  record  a  notice  on  the  property  to 
indicate  the  presence  of  a  landmark  tree.  Second,  the  City  will  record  the 
landmark  tree  and  number  in  the  official  Landmark  Tree  Book.  Finally,  if  funding 
is  available,  the  City  will  provide  a  plaque  and/or  certificate  for  the  landmark  tree. 

III.  Removal  of  landmark  tree 

A  permit  is  required  for  removal  of  a  landmark  tree.  Removal  criteria  and  forms 
will  be  available  (developed  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council). 

A  property  owner  wishing  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  will  fill  out  a  removal  form 
and  pay  administrative  fees  related  to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearing.  The 
Director  of  Public  Works  will  approve  or  deny  this  permit  and  may  impose 


2 

mitigation  measures  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree.  A  property  owner 
may  appeal  this  decision  to  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

A  City  department  or  agency  may  request  the  removal  of  a  landmark  tree.  The 
same  City  agency,  commission  or  department  will  make  a  final  decision 
regarding  the  landmark  tree  based  on  the  removal  criteria.  This  cannot  be 
appealed. 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Process 

(draft  3/15/06) 


Property  owner/ 

Board  of  Supervisors/ 

Landmark  Board/ 

Head  of  City  dept/agency 

submits  tree  nomination  form. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
creates  landmark  tree  criteria 
for  evaluation.  Criteria  appear 
on  nomination  and  evaluation 
forms. 


City  staff  examines  tree  using 
evaluation  form. 


Landmark  committee  reviews 
form  and  recommends  action. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
reviews  staff  report  and 
committee  recommendations. 


Urban  Forestry  Council  votes 
to  approve  or  reject  tree. 


YES:  forward 

recommendation  to  Board  of 
Supervisors. 


NO:  Council  will  not  review 
tree  for  three  years. 


Board  of  Supervisors  votes  to 
approve  or  reject  tree. 


YES: 

*City  records  notice  on 
property  with  landmark  tree 
*City  records  in  Landmark 
Tree  Book 

*Plaque  or  certificate? 


NO:  tree  fails  to  get  landmark 
status. 


Landmark  Tree  Removal  Process 

(draft  3/15/06) 


Property  owner  submits 
landmark  tree  removal 
form  and  admin  fees. 


City  department  or 
agency  submits  request  to 
remove  landmark  tree. 


Director  of  DPW  reviews 
form  and  makes  decision. 


City  department,  agency 
or  commission  makes 
decision. 


YES:  tree  can  be 
removed 


NO:  tree  cannot 
be  removed 


YES:  tree  can  be 
removed 


NO:  tree  cannot 
be  removed 


Property  owner 
may  appeal  to 
Board  of 


YES:  tree  can  be 
removed 


NO:  tree  cannot 
be  removed 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  (draft  3/15/06) 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner: 


Authorized  nominator  (if  not  owner): 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


Email 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


Email 

Signature  (Property  owner  or  authorized  nominator) 
Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Street  address:   

Location  of  Tree: 


□  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    □  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way  □  Other:   


Tree  name  (species  and  common  name): 


Height 

Average  canopy  width* 
Circumference** 


ft 
ft 
in 


*Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

**Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritage.aspx 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

□  Significant  size  or  age  for  species 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

Q  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation  (over,  please) 
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Cultural/Historical  Value  (continued) 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

p  Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

□  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site, 
street,  person  or  event. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  is  an  important  or  defining  feature  of  a  neighborhood. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control. 


Describe  any  tree  health  or  structural  issues. 


A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  articles,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Urban  Forest  Council,  c/o  Alexis  Harte,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  SFUrbanForestCouncilOisfQov.orq 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

□  Yes  DNo 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Owner  sianed  form 

Title  recorded  date 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  (draft  3/15/06) 

Scientific  name:   Common  name: 

Street  address:  

Cross  streets:  ■  

Block:    Lot(s):  

□  Public        □  Private       Owner's  name  (if  private  tree):  

DBH  (in):   

Height  (ft):   

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):   


Health:  □  Excellent  □  Very  good  □  Good  □  Fair  □  Poor 
Structure:   


Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

D  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

□  Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

□  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  will  probably  not  have  the  same  community  importance 
that  a  street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 


Landmark  Tree  Removal  Form  (draft  3/15/06) 


In  accordance  with  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  a  property  owner  wishing  to 
remove  a  landmark  tree  must  complete  and  submit  the  following  form. 


Property  owner 


Name 


Address 


Authorized  applicant  (if  not  owner) 
Name/Company 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax 


Phone  (day) 


Fax 


Email 


Email 


Signature  (Property  owner  or  authorized  applicant) 
Date 


Tree  information 


Street  address: 
Cross  streets:  _ 
Block:  


Landmark  Tree  # 


Lot(s):   

□  Public        □  Private 


Scientific  name: 


Common  name: 


Height  (ft) 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft) 
Diameter  at  breast  height  (in)* 


*Trunk  measurement  at  4.5  feet  off  the  ground. 

For  more  information  visit  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/measuringdbh.aspx. 


Reason  for  removal:  Please  explain  the  reason(s)  you  are  requesting  a  landmark  tree  removal.  Only 
one  substantial  tree  issue  is  necessary  but  you  may  include  multiple  issues  if  relevant.  You  may  attach 
additional  sheets,  documents  and/or  photographs. 


Describe  how  or  why  there  is  a  public  benefit  (in  terms  of  safety  or  welfare)  to  tree  injury  or  removal  that 
outweighs  the  protection  and  public  benefit  of  preserving  the  tree. 


2 


Describe  how  or  why  the  current  tree  condition  will  lead  to  decline  or  death  in  the  near  future. 


Describe  an  objective  feature  of  the  tree  that  makes  the  tree  unsuitable  for  classification  as  a  Landmark 
Tree. 


Describe  how  or  why  there  is  a  substantial  hardship  in  use  and  enjoyment  to  the  property  owner  if  the 
tree  cannot  be  injured  or  removed. 


Describe  if  a  proposed  project  includes  a  landscape  design  component,  which  will  eventually  replace  or 
increase  the  tree  canopy  cover  in  a  reasonable  amount  of  time  after  the  project  is  completed. 


Other  reason  for  tree  removal 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Landmark  Tree  #: 

Total  fees  paid: 

Date  application  received: 

Received  bv: 

DPW  Director  review: 

I-!  Approved    !  1  Denied 

Board  of  Appeals  review: 

□  Approved    □  Denied 

City  department  review: 

□  Approved    D  Denied 

File  No.  R-2006-04-UFC 


Resolution  No. 


l 

2  [Landmark  Tree  Policy] 

3 

4  Resolution  affirming  the  role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  the  development  and 

5  implementation  of  a  nomination,  evaluation  and  removal  process  for  landmark  trees  in 

6  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

7  WHEREAS,  The  Environment  Code,  Chapter  12,  Section  1203  charges  the 

8  Urban  Forestry  Council  with  developing  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  for 

9  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Ordinance  0017-06  Amendment 

1 1  to  Public  Works  Code  -  Section  801 ,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and 

12  penalties  for  violations  on  January  20,  2006,  which  directs  the  Council  to  implement  a 

13  landmark  tree  program  that  includes  nomination,  evaluation  and  removal;  now, 

14  therefore  be  it 

15  RESOLVED,  That  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has  created  and  approved  criteria 

16  and  forms  for  landmark  tree  evaluation  and  removal  and  the  Council  submits  these 
n  documents  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  be  it 

18  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  is  prepared  to  evaluate  and  process 

19  landmark  trees  in  accordance  with  the  parameters  of  Ordinance. 


Urban  Forest  Council 


Created  on  21 1 3/2006  1 1 :55  AM 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


(415)  641-2676 
FAX  (415)  695-2147 
http://www.sfdpw.org 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry 

2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Gavin  Newsom,  Mayor 


SIDEWALK  LANDSCAPING  PERMIT 
INFORMATION  SHEET 


Green  spaces  are  vital  to  San  Francisco's  quality  of  life  as  they  provide  a  range  of  environmental  benefits  and  bring  beauty  to  our 
neighborhoods  and  commercial  districts.  A  permit  is  required  to  ensure  that  landscaping  in  sidewalk  areas  is  properly  constructed  and 
maintained  in  order  to  maximize  environmental  benefits,  protect  public  safety,  and  limit  conflicts  with  infrastructure. 

Permit  Application  Materials 

Submit  the  following  materials  by  mail  to  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry;  Attn:  Sidewalk-Landscape  Permit;  2323  Cesar  Chavez 
Street;  San  Francisco,  CA  94124. 

□  Completed  application  form  signed  by  the  property  Owner  or  Owner's  agent. 

□  A  plan  drawing  of  the  proposed  sidewalk  plantings.  See  the  Sidewalk-Landscaping  Permit  Application  Form  and 
Sample  Drawing  for  requirements. 

□  $205  non-refundable  fee  per  property  if  submitted  individually;  $1 75  if  submitted  jointly  with  2-4  neighboring 
properties;  $150  if  submitted  jointly  with  5  or  more  neighboring  properties  (Neighboring  properties  must  be  within  the 
same  block  or  intersection.)  Check  shall  be  payable  to:  CCSF-DPW-  BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY. 

Permitting  and  Construction  Process 

1 .  Submit  the  Application  Materials  as  noted  above. 

2.  Call  415-641-2676  to  schedule  the  required  pre-construction  site  inspection  to  evaluate  the  proposed  landscape  plans  in 
regards  to  existing  infrastructure  and  transportation  elements  per  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  Accessibility  Guidelines, 
California  Building  Code  Title  24  and  other  relevant  regulatory  codes  and  guidelines.  Schedule  an  inspection  at  least 
two  (2)  weeks  before  the  anticipated  start  of  construction.  Attend  the  scheduled  pre-construction  site  inspection. 

3.  Issuance  of  permit  is  subject  to  staff  approval.  Applicant  will  be  notified  of  any  required  changes  or  receipt  of  permit  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  onsite  inspection. 

4.  Call  Underground  Service  Alert  at  800-227-2600  at  least  two  (2)  days  prior  to  digging  to  check  for  the  location  of  your 
underground  utilities.  There  is  no  charge  for  this  service.  See  www.USAnorth.org  for  further  details. 

5.  Proceed  with  demolition  and  installation.  It  is  recommended  to  use  a  licensed  and  insured  contractor.  Work  may  be 
conducted  by  Owner  as  general  contractor. 

6.  Call  415-641-2676  at  least  (1)  one  week  in  advance  to  schedule  a  final  inspection  to  be  conducted  once  work  is 
completed.  Attend  the  scheduled  post-construction  site  inspection. 

7.  DPW  staff  will  sign-off  on  the  project  or  inform  the  applicant  of  any  changes  required  to  comply  with  the  plans  as 
permitted.  If  changes  are  necessary,  an  additional  post-construction  site  inspection  will  be  required. 


KEEP  THESE  INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  YOUR  REFERENCE 


SEE  REVERSE  FOR  PERMEABLE  SIDEWALK-LANDSCAPE  GUIDELINES 

For  more  information  call  the  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  at  641-2676 


"IMPROVING  THE  QUALITY  OF  LIFE  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO" 
We  are  dedicated  individuals  committed  to  teamwork,  customer  service  and  continuous  improvement  in  partnership  with  the  community. 

Customer  Service  Teamwork  Continuous  Improvement 


SIDEWALK  LANDSCAPING  GUIDELINES 


1 .  In  no  case  shall  new  landscaping  result  in  an  unobstructed  sidewalk  width  of  less  than  48  inches,  or  increase  the  cross-slope  of  the 
portion  of  the  sidewalk  designated  as  an  accessible  path-of-travel  for  ADA  purposes. 

2.  Street  tree  plantings  are  also  strongly  encouraged.  A  separate  permit  is  required  for  street  trees  and  may  be  submitted  together  with 
the  sidewalk  landscaping  permit.  For  information  on  planting  a  street  tree,  call  DPW-BUF  at  (415)  641-2676  or  go  online  at 
http://www.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfdpw/buf/StreetTreeGw 

3.  Plant  species  and  layout  are  subject  to  staff  approval.  Plants  shall  not  pose  a  hazard  to  public  health.  To  conserve  water,  plant  species 
requiring  minimal  irrigation  and  adapted  to  local  site  and  climate  conditions  are  recommended.  Planting  within  3  feet  of  the  trunk  of 
trees  less  than  3  years  old  or  near  the  root  crown  of  established  is  not  advisable. 

4.  For  environmental  and  accessibility  reasons,  raised  planters  are  discouraged.  In  locations  where  in-ground  plantings  are  not  allowed, 
raised  planters  may  be  permitted.  It  is  recommended  that  an  applicant  desiring  raised  planters  contact  SFDPW  to  discuss  this  option. 

5.  A  minimum  of  24-inch  from  the  face  of  the  curb  shall  remain  accessible  and  clear  of  landscaping  where  curbside  parking  exists 

6.  For  each  curbside  parking  space  (approximately  20  feet  of  curb),  a  minimum  48-inch  wide  accessible  path  is  required  to  pass 
perpendicularly  from  the  curb  to  the  sidewalk  path-of-travel.  This  path  shall  be  located  at  the  approximate  centerline  of  each  curbside 
parking  stall,  and  must  be  made  of  concrete,  pavers  or  brick  and  must  be  set  on  a  firm  base. 

7.  Surfaces  other  than  the  curbside  parking  path  in  item  #6  may  be  made  of  pavers,  permeable  pavers,  bricks,  compacted  crushed 
stone,  concrete,  permeable  concrete  or  other  firm  and  level  material  clear  of  tripping  hazards.  Any  such  material  must  be  set  on  a  firm 
base. 

8.  Sidewalk-landscape  plantings  may  not  exceed  3  feet  in  height  in  the  following  locations: 

a.  Within  25  feet  in  front  of  a  traffic  sign  or  signal 

b.  Within  25  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  approach  to  an  intersection  and  1 0  feet  of  the  property  line  on  the  exit  from  an 

intersection  as  the  traffic  flows,  if  property  is  within  25  feet  of  a  street  intersection. 
These  guidelines  are  subject  to  change  by  the  DPW  Director. 

9.  A  raised  edging  treatment  is  required  at  both  ends  of  the  landscaped  area  to  indicate  the  presence  of  landscaping  to  visually-impaired 
pedestrians.  The  edging  treatment  must  be  at  least  6  inches  and  no  more  than  15  inches  high  from  the  grade  of  the  sidewalk  and 
allow  water  to  flow  around  or  through  into  the  landscape.  It  may  be  made  of  wood,  stone,  decorative  metal  or  other  material,  subject  to 
staff  review. 

1 0.  Other  raised  structures,  decorative  and/or  protective  fencing  may  require  additional  permits. 

1 1 .  The  grade  of  the  planted  area  shall  be  at  least  one  inch  lower  than  the  grade  of  the  sidewalk,  and  shall  be  terraced  on  sites  with 
significant  slope  to  avoid  soil  erosion  and  spillage  onto  the  sidewalk.  Landscaping  and  edging  treatments  shall  allow  water  to  drain 
from  the  sidewalk  into  the  landscaped  area.  In  areas  with  a  known  high-water  table  and  other  subsoil  issues,  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  may  review  sites  as  to  their  appropriateness  for  permeable  landscaping. 

12.  Any  parking  signs,  street  lights,  utility  poles  or  other  above-ground  infrastructure  must  remain  set  within  concrete  for  adequate 
anchoring. 

13.  Street  lights,  utility  poles,  mailboxes,  trash  receptacles,  bike  racks,  and  other  street  fixtures  with  the  exception  of  parking  meters  must 
remain  accessible  by  a  36-inch  clear  path  perpendicular  to  the  curb,  as  measured  from  the  centerline  of  the  fixture. 

14.  Points  of  access  to  underground  utilities  must  remain  unobstructed.  Plantings  adjacent  to  such  points  of  access  shall  be  kept  a 
minimum  of  6  inches  clear  from  all  sides. 

15.  Sidewalk-landscape  plantings  are  NOT  permitted  in  the  following  cases: 

a.  If  the  existing  sidewalk  is  less  than  7  feet  wide. 

b.  Adjacent  to  existing  Bus  Zones  where  the  sidewalk  is  less  than  or  equal  to  1 5  feet. 

c.  Adjacent  to  an  existing  designated  Blue  (Handicap)  Parking  Zone. 

d.  Adjacent  to  an  existing  Crosswalk  Zone. 

e.  Within  curb  return  (the  curved  portion  of  the  sidewalk  at  intersections). 

f.  If  impacting  existing  or  potential  curb  ramp  locations. 

g.  Within  5  feet  of  a  fire  hydrant. 

These  guidelines  are  subject  to  change  by  the  DPW  Director. 

1 6.  The  permit  holder  is  responsible  for  maintaining  the  sidewalk-landscape  in  compliance  with  DPW  Order  #  «H  in  a  condition  that  is 
safe  to  pedestrians  and  vehicular  traffic,  free  of  litter  and  unsightly  weeds,  and  for  maintaining  the  health  of  plants  with  appropriate 
pruning,  watering,  and  other  care  as  needed,  and  ensuring  that  landscaping  does  not  encroach  into  the  48-inch  accessible  path  of 
travel  as  described  in  #1  above. 

17.  The  property  owner  shall  check  for  the  presence  of  underground  utilities  in  the  area  of  proposed  plantings  and  shall  be  solely 
responsible  in  avoiding  interference  with  or  damage  to  electric  or  telephone  conduits,  sewers  and  other  utilities. 


  KEEP  THESE  INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  YOUR  REFERENCE 

Revised  03/01/06 


PERMEABLE  SIDEWALK-LANDSCAPING  PERMIT  APPLICATION  FORM 


CCSF  -  DPW  -  BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY 

2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94124 
415-641-2676  (Ph)  415-695-2147  (Fax) 


For  Bureau  use  only 

Approved  by 

Date 

PERMIT  # 

Submit  completed  application  via  mail  to  address  shown  above.  Incomplete  applications  will  be  returned. 

Application  is  hereby  made  under  provision  of  Article  16  of  the  Public  Works  Code  for  permission  to  install  landscaping  in  or  on  the  sidewalk 
adjacent  to  the  premises  located  at: 

1  LOCATION 

Steer  Number  &  Name  I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

(Sr.,  Ave.,  Blvd.,  Ct.,  etc.)  (Apt  #) 

ZipCode\      I      I      I      I      I  -  LJ  I  LJ 

Cross  Street   |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  |  | 

2  DESCRIPTION  Provide  a  brief  text  description  of  the  project  below.  Describe  the  proposed  landscaping  including  any 

structures  or  materials  other  than  plants  such  as  pavers,  rocks,  fences,  etc.  Make  note  of  any  proposed 
trees  and/or  other  landscape  features. 


3  PROPOSED  PLAN  Provide  a  to  scale  site  plan  drawing  indicating  the  proposed  changes  to  the  sidewalk  area  under 

consideration.  Indicate  sidewalk  dimension,  property  boundary,  curb  and  location  of  existing  street  trees, 
utilities,  light  poles,  street  signs  and  any  other  encroachments  to  remain.  Indicate  areas  of  new  plantings, 
location  of  new  trees,  and  permeable  surfaces. 

4  PLANT  LIST  Quantity         Species  (Attach  additional  list  as  needed) 


OWNER  INFO  | 

Last  Name  I 

\Mr.         j  _\Ms. 

I      I      I  I  

First  Name  \      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

Street#  and  Name  \      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  .     I      I      I  I 

(St,  Ave..  Blvd..  Ct.  etc.) 

(Apt.  #) 

City  | 

I       I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

I       I       I       I       I        I  I 

I       I  I 

State  | 

I      I        Zip:\      I      I      I      I  I 

-   I       I       I       I  I 

Phone  Number  \ 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  -  I  I 

Fax  Number  | 

I      I      I  -  I      I      I      I  "  I  I 

CONTACT  PERSON  | 

Last  Name  I 

|  Check  here  if  same  as  above 

I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

I       I       I       I       I       I  I 

I       I  I 

First  Name\      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I      I  I 

Company/Agency/Organization  I                                                       I       !       :  ! 

Phone  Number  \ 

Fax  Number  \ 

i    i    i  -  I    I    I    i  -  I  I 

7  SIGNATURE  I  agree  to  hold  harmless  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  its  agents,  officers  and  employees  from 

any  damage  or  injury  caused  by  reason  of  planting,  placement,  maintenance,  or  removal  of  the  planter  or 
plants.  The  owner  or  owners  of  the  respective  property  shall  be  solely  liable  for  any  damages. 


Signature  (check  one)   Property  Owner  Date 

\  I  Owner's  Agent 

J:\applications\Landscape  permit  application 
Revised  03/01/06 


File  No.  R-2006-5-UFC 


Resolution  No. 


1  [Sidewalk  landscaping  permit] 

2  Resolution  supporting  the  proposed  sidewalk  landscaping  permits  for 

3  community-based  greening  projects. 

4 


5  WHEREAS,  Permeable  landscaping  has  numerous  environmental  benefits 

6  including  stormwater  management,  air  filtration  and  wildlife  habitat;  and, 

7  WHEREAS,  Creating  sidewalk  gardens  is  a  meaningful  way  to  stimulate 

8  community  participation  and  stewardship;  and, 

9  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  better  conditions  for  trees,  allowing  for 
10  longer  lives,  more  vibrant  canopies  and  optimal  size  and  stature;  and, 

n  WHEREAS,  The  presence  of  beautiful  public  space  encourages  people  to  walk 

12  and  interact  outdoors; 

13  WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  Public  Works,  Director  of  City  Greening,  and 

14  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier's  office  have  collaboratively  developed  sidewalk  landscaping 

15  policies  and  a  fee  structure;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

16  RESOLVED,  That  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  endorses  the  sidewalk 

17  landscaping  permit  process  to  create  community-based  landscaping  and  gardens 

18  located  on  public  rights-of-way  throughout  San  Francisco. 
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1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m.  Mr.  Rohan  Lane, 
Manager,  Media  Security  Systems  presented  the  Council  with  an  overview  of  the  audio 
video  control  system. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Council 
Members  Fisher  and  Miller. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Quirke  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Habert,  the  February  28,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection. 
(Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Regular  Meeting 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=37963)  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher  and 
Miller. 

4.  INFORMATION:  Introduction  of  new  Council  Member  Susan  Nervo. 


Council  Coordinator  Harte  introduced  new  Council  Member  Susan  Nervo,  representative 
from  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department. 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Nominations  for  Chair  and  Vice  Chair.  Council  Member  Blair  nominated 
Chair  Milne  for  Council  Chair,  second  by  Council  Member  Boss.  Chair  Milne  accepted 
the  nomination.  Council  Member  Costello  nominated  Council  Member  Quirke  for 
Council  Chair.  Council  Member  Quirke  declined  the  nomination  for  Chair  and  accepted 
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www.sfenvironment.com 
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the  nomination  as  Vice-Chair  instead,  which  was  seconded  by  Member  Cohen.  Elections 
are  scheduled  for  the  April  25,  2006  meeting. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan.  Council 
members  discussed  and  voted  on  a  resolution  to  commend  former  member  Michael 
Sullivan  for  his  contributions  to  urban  forestry.  (Explanatory  document:  Resolution  for 
Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrrient/rrieetipqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res005-06- 
UFCCommendationMSullivan.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  presented  the  Resolution  commending  former  Council  Member  Michael 
Sullivan  for  his  contribution  to  urban  forestry  and  to  the  Council.  Upon  Motion  by  Council 
Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Council  Member  Cohen,  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006- 
06-UFC  commending  Michael  Sullivan  was  adopted  with  no  objection.  Absent:  Council 
Members  Fisher  and  Miller. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Mr.  Harte  presented 
criteria  for  landmark  tree  designation  and  removal.  Council  members  voted  on  a 
resolution  to  approve  the  criteria  and  forward  them  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
Mayor.  (Explanatory  documents  Amended  and  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Landmark 
Tree  Process  report 

http://web.sfqov.orq^ite/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kTreeProcessReport.doc,  Landmark  Nomination  chart 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandma 
kNominationChart.doc.  Landmark  Removal  chart  (not  considered),  Landmark  Nomination 
form 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kNominationForm.doc,  Landmark  Evaluation  form 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 

kEvaiuationForm.doc.  Landmark  Removal  form  (not  considered),  New  Explanatory 
Documents  distributed  in  Council  Meeting: 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7newlssuestoConsi 
der.doc.  Landmark  Tree  Certificate  Example 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem7newexampletreece 
rtificate.PDF,  and  Resolution  for  Landmark  Tree  Policy  amended  and  Adopted 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res003-06- 
UFCLandmarktreepolicy.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  given  the  responsibility 
to  develop  landmark  tree  nomination  and  removal  criteria  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  in 
their  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance  adopted  on  January  20,  2006.  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  Coordinator  Harte  of  Board  of  Supervisors'  criteria 
requirements  that  are  reflected  on  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  included  in  the 
packet.  In  addition  to  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms,  the  Council  received  a 
narrative,  flowcharts  showing  the  process,  issues  to  consider,  Landmark  Tree  Certificate 
example,  and  Draft  Landmark  Tree  Policy  Resolution  affirming  the  role  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  in  the  development  and  implementation  of  a  nomination,  evaluation  and 
removal  process  for  landmark  trees  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  Committee  at  their  March  16  meeting  (1)  reviewed 
and  amended  previous  versions  of  the  narrative,  forms  and  flowcharts  for  the  Council's 
review  and  approval  before  forwarding  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor;  and 
(2)  decided  on  a  Landmark  Tree  Committee  to  review  nominations  by  a  vote  of  3-1. 
Details  for  formalizing  the  structure  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be  decided 
once  it  was  determined  what  volume  of  nominations  would  be  received.  Coordinator 
Harte  discussed  the  tree  evaluation  trial  run  field  visit  that  he  and  Associate  Ma 
conducted. 

Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  process  for  nominating  trees  as  follows:  Coordinator 
Harte  and  Associate  Ma  would  conduct  the  initial  staff  review  on  nominated  trees, 
prepare  a  docket  of  approved  trees  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee's  review,  and  then 
forward  to  the  full  Council  for  their  approval  or  rejection.  Approved  trees  would  be 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  approval  or  rejection.  If  the  Board 
approves,  then  it  becomes  a  landmark  tree  and  receives  protected  status. 

Removal  criteria  were  not  discussed  at  this  meeting  and  would  be  presented  to  the 
Council  at  their  April  meeting. 

Member  Boss  expressed  his  concern  with  the  restrictive  nature  of  the  nomination 
process.  Coordinator  Harte  recommended  submitting  the  Council's  concerns  and 
recommended  improvements  with  the  Ordinance  when  the  criteria  are  submitted.  Chair 
Milne  suggested  that  the  Planning  Committee  prepare  concerns  and  recommendations 
in  writing  and  meet  with  the  Board  President  or  Board  members  to  discuss. 

Member  Sacamano  requested  consistency  between  nomination  and  evaluation  forms, 
asked  to  review  any  public  outreach  material,  and  advised  (1)  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  database  of  landmark  trees,  (2)  that  designated  landmark  trees  would  be 
recorded  with  the  Assessor/Recorder's  Office,  and  (3)  of  DPW  Order  that  sets  landmark 
tree  nomination  fees  and  how  the  new  Ordinance  would  relate  to  the  Director's  Order. 

Other  discussions  included: 

■  Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  stated  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  include  a  "clause  for  holding  the  city  harmless." 

■  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  90-day  timeframe  for  nominations  to  be  processed 
and  how  that  would  affect  the  Council's  time  schedule. 

■  Chair  Milne  requested  clarification  on  how  current  City  Landmark  trees  would  fit 
into  the  process.  Member  Sacamano  advised  that  the  trees  would  be  included  in 
the  DPW  database  of  landmark  trees  and  be  assigned  a  landmark  number. 

■  Member  Cohen  requested  that  the  issue  of  tax  incentives  be  included  in  "Issues 
to  Consider." 

■  Member  Quirke  questioned  if  there  would  be  a  process  to  publish  and  educate 
the  public  and  if  reasons  for  rejecting  nominations  were  required.  Coordinator 
Harte  advised  that  he  and  Associate  Ma  were  working  on  an  education  segment 
and  was  not  aware  of  a  requirement  for  stating  reasons  for  rejecting  nominations. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Costello,  the  Landmark  Tree 
Nomination  Process  flowchart  was  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members 
Fisher  and  Miller) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  amendments/ 
additions  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  and  Evaluation  forms  were  approved  with  no 
objection.  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller)  Approved  amendments: 


8    Add  an  information  line  to  fill  in  and  report  on  diameter  at  ground  level  in  addition 
to  DBH; 

■  Add  private  property  owner's  consent  to  review; 

■  Add  whether  root  issues  are  evident; 

■  Add  citizen  information; 

■  Add  location  of  tree,  Public  lands  Other 

 GPS  ;  Not  Sure  


Upon  Motion  by  Member  Habert  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  Landmark  Tree 
Policy  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-04-UFC  was  approved  with  no  objection  with  an 
amendment  to  delete  the  words  "and  removal"  on  Line  16  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and 
Miller). 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Update  on  Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit.  Paul 
Sacamano  updated  the  Council  on  the  proposed  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process. 
Council  members  voted  on  a  resolution  to  support  this  permit.  (Explanatory  documents: 
Sidewalk  landscaping  instructions,  Sidewalk  landscaping  permit,  Adopted  Resolution  for 
Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit  with  Amendments 

http://web.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/coe/supporting/20Q6/ResQ04-06- 
UFCSidewalkLandscapingPermit.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Paul  Sacamano 


Member  Sacamano  advised  the  Council  of  revisions  to  the  fees  in  the  Sidewalk 
Landscaping  Permit  Information  Sheet  and  revisions/additions  to  the  Sidewalk 
Landscaping  Guidelines  since  the  Council  heard  this  item  at  their  February  28  meeting. 
Member  Costello  requested  consistency  in  terms  on  the  Information  Sheet  and 
Guidelines.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  the  forms  were  revised  to  reflect 
consistent  terms.  Member  Rodgers  asked  how  DPW  decides  when  a  group  of  people  is 
a  neighborhood  organization.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  he  would  request 
information  from  the  Bureau  of  Streets  and  Mapping. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  following 
amendments  were  adopted: 

■  Lines  5-6  should  read:  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  landscaping  has  numerous 
environmental  benefits  including  stormwater  management,  air  quality  and  wildlife 
habitat;  and, 

■  Delete  Lines  9-10:  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  better  conditions  for 
trees,  allowing  for  longer  lives,  more  vibrant  canopies  and  optimal  size  and  stature; 
and, 
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VOTE:     Adopted  (9-3)  (2  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

AYES:     Members  Boss,  Costello,  Habert,  Nervo,  Milne,  Griswold,  Rodgers, 
Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:     Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Quirke 

ABSENT:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  following  amendments 
were  approved  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller): 

.  ■    Line  5:  change  the  word  "landscaping"  to  "gardens" 

■    Lines  9-10:  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  larger  basin  space  for  existing  trees  allowing 
for  better  conditions  and  improved  function  of  the  urban  forest. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Griswold  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  following 
amendment  was  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller): 

■    Add  "WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  support  the  objectives  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forest  Plan." 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Josephine  Coffey,  Excelsior  resident,  inquired  whether  the 
Resolution  Resolved  clause  endorsing  the  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process  implies 
that  the  Council  is  endorsing  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  permitting  process  as  shown  on 
the  "Sidewalk  Landscaping  Guidelines."  Ms.  Coffey  expressed  her  concern  with 
plantings  that  may  be  both  on  public  and  private  property  lines.  Member  Sacamano 
explained  that  this  provision  applies  only  to  the  public  right  of  way  and  would  not  require 
a  permit  if  it  were  on  private  property. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Quirke  Resolution  File  No.  R- 
2006-05-UFC  was  adopted  with  amendments  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members 
Fisher  and  Miller). 

9.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Role.  Council 
members  discussed  asking  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  retroactive  clarification  on  the 
role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  during  the  legislative  process  for  Ordinance  0017-06 
Amendment  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  801,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees, 
and  penalties  for  violations. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Member  Costello  discussed  the  issue  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  not  having  an 
opportunity  to  provide  recommendations  on  the  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree 
Ordinance  0017-06  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  Ordinance.  Council 
Members  were  asked  to  consider  creating  a  constructive  letter  asking  for  clarification 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  to  the  legislative  process  as  it  relates  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  It  was  stated  that  there  was  a  discussion 
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at  the  Planning  Committee  and  there  was  a  3-1  approval  vote  that  the  Council  or  Chair 
craft  a  letter  asking  for  clarification  as  to  whether  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would  provide 
the  Council  with  the  opportunity  to  weigh  in  on  issues  that  are  within  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  purview  or  expect  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would  act  with  or  without  the 
review  and  recommendations  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  on  relevant  matters. 

Member  Costello  agreed  to  create  a  letter  for  the  Council's  review  and  vote  at  the  April 
25,  2006  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Coordinator  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other 
related  activities 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvi^ 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  would  be  reviewing 
the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  if  significant  changes  are  recommended,  the  Plan  would  be 
brought  back  to  the  Council  for  review.  The  Plan  would  then  be  forwarded  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  and  the  Planning  Department  for  inclusion  in  the  General  Plan.  Future 
activities  for  the  Council  were  discussed  that  include  City  Pruning  Standards,  Landmark 
Ordinance  Removal  Criteria,  Pruning  Brochures  funding,  and  the  public  education 
strategy  for  the  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance.  Council  members  were 
asked  to  submit  additional  agenda  topics  for  future  meetings,  recommendations  for  the 
vacant  seat  on  the  Council,  for  removal  criteria,  and  for  the  Pruning  Brochures.  The 
success  of  the  Arbor  Day  event  on  March  18th  was  discussed,  and  future  additional 
participation  by  Council  Members  was  requested. 

11  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  23,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 
Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Funding  Committee  is  in  need  of  two 
additional  members.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  would  like  to  resign  from  the 
Funding  Committee  and  is  interested  in  membership  in  the  Planning  and  Policy 
Committee  or  the  new  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  April  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 
Planning  Committee  issues  were  discussed  during  the  meeting. 

12.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Miine,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
suggested  that  the  first  trees  selected  for  landmark  trees  be  the  best  landmark  trees  in 
the  City  and  recommended  tree  types  for  landmarking. 

13.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Coordinator  Harte  requested  input  from  the  Council  on 
an  Urban  Forestry  Council  logo.  Member  Quirke  advised  the  Council  of  the  Friends  of 
the  Urban  Forest's  25th  year  anniversary  and  celebration  on  Saturday,  May  13. 
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14.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

15.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:55  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.  Fish(a),Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m.  Mr.  Rohan  Lane, 
Manager,  Media  Security  Systems  presented  the  Council  with  an  overview  of  the  audio 
video  control  system. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Council 
Members  Fisher  and  Miller. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Quirke  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Habert,  the  February  28,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection. 
(Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  February  28,  2006  Regular  Meeting 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=37963)  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher  and 
Miller. 

4.  INFORMATION:  Introduction  of  new  Council  Member  Susan  Nervo. 

Council  Coordinator  Harte  introduced  new  Council  Member  Susan  Nervo,  representative 
from  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department. 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Nominations  for  Chair  and  Vice  Chair.  Council  Member  Blair  nominated 
Chair  Milne  for  Council  Chair,  second  by  Council  Member  Boss.  Chair  Milne  accepted 
the  nomination.  Council  Member  Costello  nominated  Council  Member  Quirke  for 
Council  Chair.  Council  Member  Quirke  declined  the  nomination  for  Chair  and  accepted 
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the  nomination  as  Vice-Chair  instead,  which  was  seconded  by  Member  Cohen.  Elections 
are  scheduled  for  the  April  25,  2006  meeting. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan.  Council 
members  discussed  and  voted  on  a  resolution  to  commend  former  member  Michael 
Sullivan  for  his  contributions  to  urban  forestry.  (Explanatory  document:  Resolution  for 
Commendation  of  Michael  Sullivan 

http://web.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmentyrrieetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res005-06- 
UFCCommendationMSullivan.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  presented  the  Resolution  commending  former  Council  Member  Michael 
Sullivan  for  his  contribution  to  urban  forestry  and  to  the  Council.  Upon  Motion  by  Council 
Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Council  Member  Cohen,  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006- 
06-UFC  commending  Michael  Sullivan  was  adopted  with  no  objection.  Absent:  Council 
Members  Fisher  and  Miller. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Program.  Mr.  Harte  presented 
criteria  for  landmark  tree  designation  and  removal.  Council  members  voted  on  a 
resolution  to  approve  the  criteria  and  forward  them  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
Mayor.  (Explanatory  documents  Amended  and  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Landmark 
Tree  Process  report 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kTreeProcessReport.doc,  Landmark  Nomination  chart 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kNominationChart.doc,  Landmark  Removal  chart  (not  considered),  Landmark  Nomination 
form 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kNominationForm.doc.  Landmark  Evaluation  form 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7amendedLandmar 
kEvaiuationForm.doc,  Landmark  Removal  form  (not  considered),  New  Explanatory 
Documents  distributed  in  Council  Meeting: 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item7newlssuestoConsi 
der.doc,  Landmark  Tree  Certificate  Example 

http://web.sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem7newexampletreece 
rtificate.PDF.  and  Resolution  for  Landmark  Tree  Policy  amended  and  Adopted 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res003-06- 
UFCLandmarktreepolicv.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  given  the  responsibility 
to  develop  landmark  tree  nomination  and  removal  criteria  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  in 
their  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance  adopted  on  January  20,  2006.  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  Coordinator  Harte  of  Board  of  Supervisors'  criteria 
requirements  that  are  reflected  on  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  included  in  the 
packet.  In  addition  to  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms,  the  Council  received  a 
narrative,  flowcharts  showing  the  process,  issues  to  consider,  Landmark  Tree  Certificate 
example,  and  Draft  Landmark  Tree  Policy  Resolution  affirming  the  role  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  in  the  development  and  implementation  of  a  nomination,  evaluation  and 
removal  process  for  landmark  trees  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  Committee  at  their  March  16  meeting  (1)  reviewed 
and  amended  previous  versions  of  the  narrative,  forms  and  flowcharts  for  the  Council's 
review  and  approval  before  forwarding  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor;  and 
(2)  decided  on  a  Landmark  Tree  Committee  to  review  nominations  by  a  vote  of  3-1. 
Details  for  formalizing  the  structure  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be  decided 
once  it  was  determined  what  volume  of  nominations  would  be  received.  Coordinator 
Harte  discussed  the  tree  evaluation  trial  run  field  visit  that  he  and  Associate  Ma 
conducted. 

Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  process  for  nominating  trees  as  follows:  Coordinator 
Harte  and  Associate  Ma  would  conduct  the  initial  staff  review  on  nominated  trees, 
prepare  a  docket  of  approved  trees  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee's  review,  and  then 
forward  to  the  full  Council  for  their  approval  or  rejection.  Approved  trees  would  be 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  approval  or  rejection.  If  the  Board 
approves,  then  it  becomes  a  landmark  tree  and  receives  protected  status. 

Removal  criteria  were  not  discussed  at  this  meeting  and  would  be  presented  to  the 
Council  at  their  April  meeting. 

Member  Boss  expressed  his  concern  with  the  restrictive  nature  of  the  nomination 
process.  Coordinator  Harte  recommended  submitting  the  Council's  concerns  and 
recommended  improvements  with  the  Ordinance  when  the  criteria  are  submitted.  Chair 
Milne  suggested  that  the  Planning  Committee  prepare  concerns  and  recommendations 
in  writing  and  meet  with  the  Board  President  or  Board  members  to  discuss. 

Member  Sacamano  requested  consistency  between  nomination  and  evaluation  forms, 
asked  to  review  any  public  outreach  material,  and  advised  (1)  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  database  of  landmark  trees,  (2)  that  designated  landmark  trees  would  be 
recorded  with  the  Assessor/Recorder's  Office,  and  (3)  of  DPW  Order  that  sets  landmark 
tree  nomination  fees  and  how  the  new  Ordinance  would  relate  to  the  Director's  Order. 

Other  discussions  included: 

■  Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  stated  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  include  a  "clause  for  holding  the  city  harmless." 

■  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  90-day  timeframe  for  nominations  to  be  processed 
and  how  that  would  affect  the  Council's  time  schedule. 

■  Chair  Milne  requested  clarification  on  how  current  City  Landmark  trees  would  fit 
into  the  process.  Member  Sacamano  advised  that  the  trees  would  be  included  in 
the  DPW  database  of  landmark  trees  and  be  assigned  a  landmark  number. 

■  Member  Cohen  requested  that  the  issue  of  tax  incentives  be  included  in  "Issues 
to  Consider." 

■  Member  Quirke  questioned  if  there  would  be  a  process  to  publish  and  educate 
the  public  and  if  reasons  for  rejecting  nominations  were  required.  Coordinator 
Harte  advised  that  he  and  Associate  Ma  were  working  on  an  education  segment 
and  was  not  aware  of  a  requirement  for  stating  reasons  for  rejecting  nominations. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Costello,  the  Landmark  Tree 
Nomination  Process  flowchart  was  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members 
Fisher  and  Miller) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  amendments/ 
additions  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  and  Evaluation  forms  were  approved  with  no 
objection.  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller)  Approved  amendments: 

■  Add  an  information  line  to  fill  in  and  report  on  diameter  at  ground  level  in  addition 
to  DBH; 

■  Add  private  property  owner's  consent  to  review; 

■  Add  whether  root  issues  are  evident; 

■  Add  citizen  information; 

■  Add  location  of  tree,  Public  lands  Other 

 GPS  ;  Not  Sure  

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Habert  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  Landmark  Tree 
Policy  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-04-UFC  was  approved  with  no  objection  with  an 
amendment  to  delete  the  words  "and  removal"  on  Line  16  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and 
Miller). 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Update  on  Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit.  Paul 
Sacamano  updated  the  Council  on  the  proposed  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process. 
Council  members  voted  on  a  resolution  to  support  this  permit.  (Explanatory  documents: 
Sidewalk  landscaping  instructions,  Sidewalk  landscaping  permit,  Adopted  Resolution  for 
Sidewalk  Landscaping  Permit  with  Amendments 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/coe/supporting/2006/Res004-06- 
UFCSidewalkLandscapingPermit.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Paul  Sacamano 

Member  Sacamano  advised  the  Council  of  revisions  to  the  fees  in  the  Sidewalk 
Landscaping  Permit  Information  Sheet  and  revisions/additions  to  the  Sidewalk 
Landscaping  Guidelines  since  the  Council  heard  this  item  at  their  February  28  meeting. 
Member  Costello  requested  consistency  in  terms  on  the  Information  Sheet  and 
Guidelines.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  the  forms  were  revised  to  reflect 
consistent  terms.  Member  Rodgers  asked  how  DPW  decides  when  a  group  of  people  is 
a  neighborhood  organization.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  he  would  request 
information  from  the  Bureau  of  Streets  and  Mapping. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  following 
amendments  were  adopted: 

■  Lines  5-6  should  read:  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  landscaping  has  numerous 
environmental  benefits  including  stormwater  management,  air  quality  and  wildlife 
habitat;  and, 

■  Delete  Lines  9-10:  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  better  conditions  for 
trees,  allowing  for  longer  lives,  more  vibrant  canopies  and  optimal  size  and  stature; 
and, 
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VOTE:     Adopted  (9-3)  (2  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

AYES:      Members  Boss,  Costello,  Habert,  Nervo,  Milne,  Griswold,  Rodgers, 
Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:     Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Quirke 

ABSENT:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  following  amendments 
were  approved  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller): 

■  Line  5:  change  the  word  "landscaping"  to  "gardens" 

■  Lines  9-10:  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  larger  basin  space  for  existing  trees  allowing 
for  better  conditions  and  improved  function  of  the  urban  forest. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Griswold  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  following 
amendment  was  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Fisher  and  Miller): 

■    Add  "WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  support  the  objectives  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forest  Plan." 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Josephine  Coffey,  Excelsior  resident,  inquired  whether  the 
Resolution  Resolved  clause  endorsing  the  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process  implies 
that  the  Council  is  endorsing  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  permitting  process  as  shown  on 
the  "Sidewalk  Landscaping  Guidelines."  Ms.  Coffey  expressed  her  concern  with 
plantings  that  may  be  both  on  public  and  private  property  lines.  Member  Sacamano 
explained  that  this  provision  applies  only  to  the  public  right  of  way  and  would  not  require 
a  permit  if  it  were  on  private  property. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Quirke  Resolution  File  No.  R- 
2006-05-UFC  was  adopted  with  amendments  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members 
Fisher  and  Miller). 

9  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Role  Council 
members  discussed  asking  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  retroactive  clarification  on  the 
role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  during  the  legislative  process  for  Ordinance  0017-06 
Amendment  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  801,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees, 
and  penalties  for  violations. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Member  Costello  discussed  the  issue  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  not  having  an 
opportunity  to  provide  recommendations  on  the  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree 
Ordinance  0017-06  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  Ordinance.  Council 
Members  were  asked  to  consider  creating  a  constructive  letter  asking  for  clarification 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  to  the  legislative  process  as  it  relates  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  It  was  stated  that  there  was  a  discussion 
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at  the  Planning  Committee  and  there  was  a  3-1  approval  vote  that  the  Council  or  Chair 
craft  a  letter  asking  for  clarification  as  to  whether  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would  provide 
the  Council  with  the  opportunity  to  weigh  in  on  issues  that  are  within  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  purview  or  expect  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would  act  with  or  without  the 
review  and  recommendations  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  on  relevant  matters. 

Member  Costello  agreed  to  create  a  letter  for  the  Council's  review  and  vote  at  the  April 
25,  2006  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Coordinator  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other 
related  activities 

http://web.sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppor1inq/2006/CoordinatorsRept(1).p 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  would  be  reviewing 
the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  if  significant  changes  are  recommended,  the  Plan  would  be 
brought  back  to  the  Council  for  review.  The  Plan  would  then  be  forwarded  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  and  the  Planning  Department  for  inclusion  in  the  General  Plan.  Future 
activities  for  the  Council  were  discussed  that  include  City  Pruning  Standards,  Landmark 
Ordinance  Removal  Criteria,  Pruning  Brochures  funding,  and  the  public  education 
strategy  for  the  Landmark  and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance.  Council  members  were 
asked  to  submit  additional  agenda  topics  for  future  meetings,  recommendations  for  the 
vacant  seat  on  the  Council,  for  removal  criteria,  and  for  the  Pruning  Brochures.  The 
success  of  the  Arbor  Day  event  on  March  18th  was  discussed,  and  future  additional 
participation  by  Council  Members  was  requested. 

11.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  23,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 
Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Funding  Committee  is  in  need  of  two 
additional  members.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  would  like  to  resign  from  the 
Funding  Committee  and  is  interested  in  membership  in  the  Planning  and  Policy 
Committee  or  the  new  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  April  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 
Planning  Committee  issues  were  discussed  during  the  meeting. 

12.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
suggested  that  the  first  trees  selected  for  landmark  trees  be  the  best  landmark  trees  in 
the  City  and  recommended  tree  types  for  landmarking. 

13.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Coordinator  Harte  requested  input  from  the  Council  on 
an  Urban  Forestry  Council  logo.  Member  Quirke  advised  the  Council  of  the  Friends  of 
the  Urban  Forest's  25th  year  anniversary  and  celebration  on  Saturday,  May  13. 
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14.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

15.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:55  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  April  25,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-06-UFC  Resolution  No.  005-06-UFC 

March  24,  2006 

1  [Commendation  for  Michael  Sullivan] 

2  Resolution  commending  Michael  Sullivan  for  his  dedication  to  the  Urban  Forestry 

3  Council  and  to  greatly  improving  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  through  his  ongoing 

4  volunteer  advocacy  and  education  efforts. 

5 

6  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  "Trees  of  San  Francisco"  is  both  an  artistic  and 

7  botanical  triumph,  and  a  functional  guide  to  wit,  and 

8  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  deep  and  long-standing  involvement  with  Friends 

9  of  the  Urban  Forest,  both  as  a  volunteer  and  a  Board  Member,  has  made  an  indelible 

10  mark  on  that  organization;  and, 

n  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan  made  an  undeniable  contribution  to  the  Urban 

12  Forestry  Council  and  its  achievements  to  date;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan  has  conducted  valuable  studies  on  the  health  of 

14  San  Francisco's  Street  trees;  and, 

15  WHEREAS,  Michael  Sullivan's  regular  Saturday  Tree  tours  have  become  a  San 

16  Francisco  institution;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

17  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  commends  Michael  Sullivan  for  his 

18  dedication  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  to  vastly  improving  San  Francisco's  urban 

19  forest  through  his  advocacy  and  education  efforts;  and  be  it  further 

20  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  wishes  Michael  Sullivan  well  in  his 

21  future  endeavors. 

22 

23  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Regular 

24  Meeting  on  March  24,  2006. 

25  —  

26  Monicii  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
27 

28  VOTE:  Adopted  (12-0)  (2  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

29  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke, 

30  Rodgers,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

31  Noes:  None 

32  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher  and  Miller  ^p^  _g  ^QQg 


SAN  FRANCISCO 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Adopted  March  24,  200( 
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File  No.  R-2006-04-UFC 


Resolution  No.  003-06-UFC 
March  24,  2006 


1  [Landmark  Tree  Policy] 

2 

3  Resolution  affirming  the  role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  the  development  and 

4  implementation  of  a  nomination,  evaluation  and  removal  process  for  landmark  trees  in 

5  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

6  WHEREAS,  The  Environment  Code,  Chapter  12,  Section  1203  charges  the 

7  Urban  Forestry  Council  with  developing  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  for 

8  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

9  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Ordinance  0017-06  Amendment 

10  to  Public  Works  Code  -  Section  801,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and 

n  penalties  for  violations  on  January  20,  2006,  which  directs  the  Council  to  implement  a 

12  landmark  tree  program  that  includes  nomination,  evaluation  and  removal;  now, 

13  therefore  be  it 

14  RESOLVED,  That  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has  created  and  approved  criteria 

15  and  forms  for  landmark  tree  evaluation  and  the  Council  submits  these  documents  to  the 

16  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  be  it 

17  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  is  prepared  to  evaluate  and  process 

18  landmark  trees  in  accordance  with  the  parameters  of  Ordinance. 

19  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Regular 

20  Meeting  on  March  24,  2006. 

21  /ty/riua)  frfL   

22  Moniba  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
23 

24  VOTE:  Adopted  (12-0)  (2  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

25  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  Nervo.  Quirke, 

26  Rodgers,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

27  Noes:  None 

28  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher  and  Miller  _3  2Q% 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  Regular  March  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  Regular  March  24,  2006 
Meeting.) 

4.  ACTION:  Election  of  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  in  accordance  with  bylaws. 

5.  INFORMATION:  Announcement  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  appointee  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council. 

6.  PRESENTATION:  Tree  Protection  during  Repaving  Projects.  Department  of  Public 
Works.  A  representative  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  will  present  information  on 
procedures  to  protect  street  trees  during  repaving  and  resurfacing. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 
Presenter:  DPW  representative 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria.  Committee 
members  will  discuss  landmark  tree  removal  criteria,  forms  and  procedures  and  may 
vote  to  recommend  this  information  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Landmark  Removal  Chart  and  Landmark  Removal  Information  Sheet). 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors.  Members  will 
review  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for  clarification  in  regard  to  the 
Council's  advisory  role  on  legislation.  Members  may  vote  on  sending  a  letter  to  the 
Board.  (Explanatory  document:  Draft  letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors). 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

9.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

10.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  23,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 


•    Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  18,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

11.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

12.  INFORMATION.  New  Business 

13.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 


Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish(5)Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 
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1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:30  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss  (arrived  at  5:35),  Cohen,  Costello, 
Griswold,  Habert,  Miller  (arrived  at  5:40),  Milne,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich. 
Excused:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano.  Vacant:  1 . 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  March  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Blair,  the  March  24,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  (11-0).  Absent:  Council 
Members  Boss,  Fisher,  Miller,  Quirke  and  Sacamano;  1  Vacant.  (Explanatory  Document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  March  24,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=38445) 

Item  6  was  heard  before  Items  4  and  5.  Members  Boss  and  Miller  arrived  during  Item  6. 

4.  ACTION:  Election  of  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  in  accordance  with  bylaws.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  nominations  were  made  at  the  March  meeting  and  that  there  was  one 
nomination  each  for  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  Chair  Milne  was  nominated  for  Chair  and 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  was  nominated  for  Vice-Chair. 

The  nomination  to  reelect  Council  Member  Terry  Milne  to  Chair  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  was  approved  (11-0)  (Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano; 
1  Vacant) 
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The  nomination  to  reelect  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke  to  Vice-Chair  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  was  approved  (11-0)  (Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke  and 
Sacamano;  1  Vacant). 

5.  INFORMATION:  Announcement  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  appointee  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council.  Coordinator  Harte  announced  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules 
Committee  appointed  Mr.  Milton  Marks  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Council  Secretary 
Fish  advised  that  his  appointment  would  become  official  once  it  is  approved  by  the  full 
Board  and  signed  by  the  Mayor  (by  approximately  May  12). 

6.  PRESENTATION:  Tree  Protection  during  Repaving  Projects.  Department  of  Public 
Works.  Representatives  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Department  of 
Parking  and  Traffic  presented  information  on  procedures  to  protect  street  trees  during 
repaving  and  resurfacing. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 

Mr.  Damon  Curtis,  Transportation  Engineer,  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  (DPT), 
Ms.  Mary  Lam,  Resident  Engineer,  North  Point  Paving  Project,  Department  of  Public 
Works  (DPW)  Bureau  of  Construction  Management,  and  Mr.  Frank  Lee,  Public  Affairs 
Officer,  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  were  introduced  as  speakers.  Coordinator 
Harte  discussed  the  DPW  Ordinance  designed  to  prevent  damage  to  trees  during  street 
improvement  work,  obstacles  to  enforcing  the  Ordinance,  and  requested  input  as  to  how 
DPT  and  DPW's  work  repaving  streets  can  interface  with  the  Council's  work  protecting 
trees. 

Mr.  Frank  Lee  discussed  roadwork  projects  (e.g.  water  main  replacements,  sewer  main 
replacements,  PG&E  work,  street  cleaning,  repaving)  and  traffic  diversion  issues  during 
roadwork  that  require  trees  to  be  trimmed  to  14  feet  high.  Mr.  Lee  expressed  concern 
with  selection  of  trees  that  have  roots  that  go  beyond  the  tree  basin  and  recommended 
selection  of  sidewalk  trees  that  do  not  cause  this  problem.  Also  discussed  was  the  need 
to  balance  concerns  expressed  by  businesses,  residents,  MUNI  and  other  parties  during 
roadwork. 

Mr.  Damon  Curtis  advised  that  (1)  DPT's  criteria  for  diverting  traffic  during  roadwork 
includes  available  street  space,  traffic  requirements,  and  type  of  work;  (2)  contractors 
and  City  agencies  must  abide  by  Blue  Book  general  requirements  when  working  within 
city  streets;  and  (3)  contractors  are  issued  contract  specifications  that  specify  detailed 
lane  requirements,  but  do  not  address  tree  root  issues.  Council  members  suggested 
that  that  DPT  look  at  their  standards  and  consider  adjustments.  Mr.  Curtis  agreed  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  consider  alternative  solutions  during  the  planning  phases  of  the 
project  in  order  to  reduce  the  impact  to  trees. 

Ms.  Lam  discussed  the  North  Point  project,  traffic  diversion  and  tree  clearance  issues 
and  indicated  that  DPW,  Bureau  of  Streets  and  Mapping  determines  the  type  of  work  to 
be  completed  on  streets.  Council  Member  Blair  expressed  her  concern  with  the  North 
Point  Project  and  trees  being  cut  in  half  vertically  and  recommended  alternative  traffic 
diversion  solutions  to  save  existing  trees.  It  was  recommended  that  methods  used  on 
the  Bay  Street  project  be  applied  to  the  North  Point  project.  Mr.  Curtis  indicated  that  he 
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would  review  Bay  Street  methods  and  whether  similar  methods  can  be  applied  to  the 
North  Point  project. 

The  Council  made  recommendations  that  include: 

•  Department  oversight  of  contractor's  work; 

•  Reconfiguring  how  streets  are  repaved  in  sections.  The  current  system  of 
repaving  half  the  road  is  suboptimal  for  street  trees; 

•  Road  closure; 

•  A  qualified  arborist  needs  to  prune  tree  branches  and  roots  for  road  work — not  a 
contractor; 

•  Tunneling  is  better  than  trenching  for  trees  and  should  be  the  preferred 
approach — The  Council  should  work  with  DPW  on  adding  this  requirement  to  the 
Ordinance; 

•  Where  possible,  leave  tree  basins  open  after  construction  instead  of  replacing 
concrete.  It  is  better  for  the  tree  and  long-term  infrastructure  costs; 

•  Trees  should  be  a  priority  for  DPT  and  DPW  during  street  infrastructure  projects; 

•  Specific  tree  policy  and  procedures  for  city  street  projects  should  be  established; 

•  Adapting  standards  if  large  trees  are  present  using  10'  travel  lanes  instead  of  12' 
during  the  construction  period  and  if  needed  reducing  the  construction  buffer 
from  10'  to  6'. 

Mr.  Curtis  advised  that  he  will  meet  with  senior  managers  and  would  provide  feedback 
on  policies  and  procedures  at  a  future  Council  meeting. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria.  Committee 
members  discussed  landmark  tree  removal  criteria,  forms  and  procedures  and  voted  to 
recommend  this  information  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  recommended  revisions. 
(Explanatory  documents:  Landmark  Removal  Chart  (Word)  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Chart. 
Landmark  Removal  Information  Sheet  (Word)  Landmark  Tree  Removal  info.  Landmark  Tree 
Catalog  Recommendations  introduced  at  Council  Meeting  (Word)  Landmark  Tracking  042506 
Mtg  and  Approved  Resolution  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedure 

http://www  sfenvironment.com/aboutus/openspaces/urbanforest/Res006-06-TreeRemoval  pdf.) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Council's  landmark  tree  nomination  criteria  approved 
by  the  Council  at  their  April  meeting  was  unanimously  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  and  the  Council  can  now  move  forward  with  nominating  trees.  It  was 
stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  had  made  final  comments  on  the  draft  landmark  tree 
removal  criteria.  Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  three  guiding  principles  that  would 
determine  whether  a  tree  should  be  removed  and  described  the  application  and  fee 
process  (see  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Information  Sheet). 

Council  members  held  a  discussion  on  the  current  landmark  tree  removal  process  as 
mandated  by  the  Ordinance  and  recommending  future  amendments. 
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On  the  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Process  flowchart,  the  following  amendments  were 
approved: 

•  Change  from  "The  department's  director,  commission  or  advisory  board  makes 
decision  after  public  hearing"  to  "Based  on  recommendations  from  qualified  staff, 
the  department's  director,  commission  or  advisory  board  makes  decision  after 
public  hearing." 

•  Change  from  "Director  of  DPW  makes  decision  after  public  hearing"  to  "Based  on 
recommendation  from  the  Urban  Forester,  the  Director  of  DPW  makes  decision 
after  public  hearing." 

Upon  Motion  by  Council  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the 
Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedure  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-06-UFC 
was  approved  with  no  objection.  AYES:  (1 1-0)  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke 
and  Sacamano.  1  Vacant. 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors.  Members 
reviewed  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for  clarification  in  regard  to  the 
Council's  advisory  role  on  legislation.  Members  voted  on  sending  the  letter  to  the  Board. 
(Explanatory  document:  Draft  letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meet  doc). 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  letter  asking  for 
clarification  in  regards  to  the  Council's  advisory  role  on  legislation  was  approved  for 
delivery  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

VOTE:  (8-3)  (3  Absent;  1  Vacant) 

AYES:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Milne,  Nervo,  Habert,  Sustarich  and  Rodgers 
NOES:  Members  Blair,  Griswold,  and  Miller 
ABSENT:  Members  Fisher,  Quirke  and  Sacamano 

9.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
(Explanatory  Documents  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Coordinator's  Report  for  April 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/4. 06UFCCoordinatorReport.doc  and 
Greenphnt  http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Greenprint.pdf.) 

Coordinator  Harte  described  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  process  public  education 
material/strategy  that  is  being  worked  on  and  requested  that  Council  members  submit 
outreach  plan  ideas  by  April  28.  A  public  information  packet  would  be  available  on  the 
Department's  website  once  finalized. 
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Member  Blair  recommended  outreach  methods  that  include  sending  out  landmark  tree 
nomination  information  with  utility  bills  and  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  make  a 
presentation  to  the  One  Stop  Shop,  a  coalition  of  San  Francisco  neighborhood 
associations.  Member  Miller  recommended  asking  PG&E  to  include  flyers  on  the 
landmark  tree  nomination  process  in  their  bills.  Member  Boss  recommended  not 
sending  out  an  overabundance  of  outreach  material  that  might  defeat  the  intended 
purpose. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  working  with  Department  staff  member  Thea  Hillman  on 
writing  an  article  about  landscape  permits  that  can  be  accessed  on  http://www.sfdowntown.com. 
The  Council  was  advised  that  another  article  would  be  written  on  the  landmark  and 
significant  tree  ordinance  and  recommended  that  Council  members  outreach  to  their 
favorite  neighborhood  newspapers  to  include  the  article.  Member  Blair  recommended 
submitting  articles  to  other  organizations  to  include  in  their  newsletters  such  as  the 
Sierra  Club,  SF  Tomorrow,  and  the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods. 

Member  Habert  requested  that  consideration  be  given  to  trees  that  did  not  achieve 
landmark  status. 

Coordinator  Harte  announced  that  the  Council  would  be  working  on  the  citywide  draft  of 
revised  Pruning  Standards  at  their  next  meeting.  Invitations  to  the  "Greenprint" 
workshop  on  the  Regional  Model  for  Urban  Forestry  Management  to  be  held  on  May  1 1 
at  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  were  distributed.  A  request  was  made  for  new  members  to 
submit  short  biographies  to  add  to  the  Department's  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website. 

For  further  information  on  the  Coordinator's  Report  click  on  the  explanatory  document 
above. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  endorsement  of  the  Bicycle 
Coalition's  efforts  in  getting  bike  lanes  on  the  Bay  Bridge  from  Treasure  Island  to  San 
Francisco. 

10.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  does  not  yet  have  a  quorum  of  members. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  18,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

There  were  no  reports  made  at  this  time  as  issues  were  discussed  during  the  course  of 
the  meeting. 

11.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne  announced 
that  there  was  a  television  film  clip  about  San  Jose's  tree  problems  (excessive  damage 
to  trees),  their  regulation  of  street  trees,  and  Department  of  Public  Works  maintenance. 
A  recommendation  was  made  that  a  similar  newscast  and  investigations  be  done  in  San 
Francisco. 
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12.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  recognized  the  life  of  Ms.  Jane  Jacobs, 
a  public  advocate.  Member  Blair  (1)  expressed  her  concern  with  Treasure  Island's  tree 
protection  plan  and  fear  that  all  trees  would  be  removed.  A  request  was  made  for  the 
Coordinator  to  request  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  to  make  a 
presentation  before  the  Council  on  their  plan  to  protect  trees;  and  (2)  requested 
additional  information  on  the  removal  and  replacement  of  citywide  sewer  lines  and  how 
existing  trees  would  be  preserved  and  protected. 

13.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

14.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  7:10  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.  FishfajSfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:30  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss  (arrived  at  5:35),  Cohen,  Costello, 
Griswold,  Habert,  Miller  (arrived  at  5:40),  Milne,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich. 
Excused:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano.  Vacant:  1. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  March  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Blair,  the  March  24,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  (11-0).  Absent:  Council 
Members  Boss,  Fisher,  Miller,  Quirke  and  Sacamano;  1  Vacant.  (Explanatory  Document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  March  24,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=38445) 

Item  6  was  heard  before  Items  4  and  5.  Members  Boss  and  Miller  arrived  during  Item  6. 

4.  ACTION:  Election  of  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  in  accordance  with  bylaws.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  nominations  were  made  at  the  March  meeting  and  that  there  was  one 
nomination  each  for  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  Chair  Milne  was  nominated  for  Chair  and 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  was  nominated  for  Vice-Chair. 

The  nomination  to  reelect  Council  Member  Terry  Milne  to  Chair  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  was  approved  (11-0)  (Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano; 
1  Vacant) 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

April  25,  2006  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  2 


The  nomination  to  reelect  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke  to  Vice-Chair  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  was  approved  (11-0)  (Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke  and 
Sacamano;  1  Vacant). 

5.  INFORMATION:  Announcement  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  appointee  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council.  Coordinator  Harte  announced  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules 
Committee  appointed  Mr.  Milton  Marks  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Council  Secretary 
Fish  advised  that  his  appointment  would  become  official  once  it  is  approved  by  the  full 
Board  and  signed  by  the  Mayor  (by  approximately  May  12). 

6.  PRESENTATION:  Tree  Protection  during  Repaving  Projects.  Department  of  Public 
Works.  Representatives  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Department  of 
Parking  and  Traffic  presented  information  on  procedures  to  protect  street  trees  during 
repaving  and  resurfacing. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 

Mr.  Damon  Curtis,  Transportation  Engineer,  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  (DPT), 
Ms.  Mary  Lam,  Resident  Engineer,  North  Point  Paving  Project,  Department  of  Public 
Works  (DPW)  Bureau  of  Construction  Management,  and  Mr.  Frank  Lee,  Public  Affairs 
Officer,  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  were  introduced  as  speakers.  Coordinator 
Harte  discussed  the  DPW  Ordinance  designed  to  prevent  damage  to  trees  during  street 
improvement  work,  obstacles  to  enforcing  the  Ordinance,  and  requested  input  as  to  how 
DPT  and  DPWs  work  repaving  streets  can  interface  with  the  Council's  work  protecting 
trees. 

Mr.  Frank  Lee  discussed  roadwork  projects  (e.g.  water  main  replacements,  sewer  main 
replacements,  PG&E  work,  street  cleaning,  repaving)  and  traffic  diversion  issues  during 
roadwork  that  require  trees  to  be  trimmed  to  14  feet  high.  Mr.  Lee  expressed  concern 
with  selection  of  trees  that  have  roots  that  go  beyond  the  tree  basin  and  recommended 
selection  of  sidewalk  trees  that  do  not  cause  this  problem.  Also  discussed  was  the  need 
to  balance  concerns  expressed  by  businesses,  residents,  MUNI  and  other  parties  during 
roadwork. 

Mr.  Damon  Curtis  advised  that  (1)  DPT's  criteria  for  diverting  traffic  during  roadwork 
includes  available  street  space,  traffic  requirements,  and  type  of  work;  (2)  contractors 
and  City  agencies  must  abide  by  Blue  Book  general  requirements  when  working  within 
city  streets;  and  (3)  contractors  are  issued  contract  specifications  that  specify  detailed 
lane  requirements,  but  do  not  address  tree  root  issues.  Council  members  suggested 
that  that  DPT  look  at  their  standards  and  consider  adjustments.  Mr.  Curtis  agreed  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  consider  alternative  solutions  during  the  planning  phases  of  the 
project  in  order  to  reduce  the  impact  to  trees. 

Ms.  Lam  discussed  the  North  Point  project,  traffic  diversion  and  tree  clearance  issues 
and  indicated  that  DPW,  Bureau  of  Streets  and  Mapping  determines  the  type  of  work  to 
be  completed  on  streets.  Council  Member  Blair  expressed  her  concern  with  the  North 
Point  Project  and  trees  being  cut  in  half  vertically  and  recommended  alternative  traffic 
diversion  solutions  to  save  existing  trees.  It  was  recommended  that  methods  used  on 
the  Bay  Street  project  be  applied  to  the  North  Point  project.  Mr.  Curtis  indicated  that  he 
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would  review  Bay  Street  methods  and  whether  similar  methods  can  be  applied  to  the 
North  Point  project. 

The  Council  made  recommendations  that  include: 

•  Department  oversight  of  contractor's  work; 

•  Reconfiguring  how  streets  are  repaved  in  sections.  The  current  system  of 
repaving  half  the  road  is  suboptimal  for  street  trees; 

•  Road  closure; 

•  A  qualified  arborist  needs  to  prune  tree  branches  and  roots  for  road  work — not  a 
contractor; 

•  Tunneling  is  better  than  trenching  for  trees  and  should  be  the  preferred 
approach — The  Council  should  work  with  DPW  on  adding  this  requirement  to  the 
Ordinance; 

•  Where  possible,  leave  tree  basins  open  after  construction  instead  of  replacing 
concrete.  It  is  better  for  the  tree  and  long-term  infrastructure  costs; 

•  Trees  should  be  a  priority  for  DPT  and  DPW  during  street  infrastructure  projects; 

•  Specific  tree  policy  and  procedures  for  city  street  projects  should  be  established; 

•  Adapting  standards  if  large  trees  are  present  using  10'  travel  lanes  instead  of  12' 
during  the  construction  period  and  if  needed  reducing  the  construction  buffer 
from  10'  to  6'. 

Mr.  Curtis  advised  that  he  will  meet  with  senior  managers  and  would  provide  feedback 
on  policies  and  procedures  at  a  future  Council  meeting. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria.  Committee 
members  discussed  landmark  tree  removal  criteria,  forms  and  procedures  and  voted  to 
recommend  this  information  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  recommended  revisions. 
(Explanatory  documents:  Landmark  Removal  Chart  (Word)  Landmark  Tree  Removal  chart. 
Landmark  Removal  Information  Sheet  (Word)  Landmark  Tree  Removal  info.  Landmark  Tree 
Catalog  Recommendations  introduced  at  Council  Meeting  (Word)  Landmark  Tracking  042506 
Mtg  and  Approved  Resolution  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedure 

http://www.sfenvironment.com/aboutus/openspaces/urbanforest/Res006-06-TreeRemoval  pdf.) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Council's  landmark  tree  nomination  criteria  approved 
by  the  Council  at  their  April  meeting  was  unanimously  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  and  the  Council  can  now  move  forward  with  nominating  trees.  It  was 
stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  had  made  final  comments  on  the  draft  landmark  tree 
removal  criteria.  Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  three  guiding  principles  that  would 
determine  whether  a  tree  should  be  removed  and  described  the  application  and  fee 
process  (see  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Information  Sheet). 

Council  members  held  a  discussion  on  the  current  landmark  tree  removal  process  as 
mandated  by  the  Ordinance  and  recommended  future  amendments. 
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On  the  Landmark  Tree  Removal  Process  flowchart,  the  following  amendments  were 
approved: 

•  Change  from  "The  department's  director,  commission  or  advisory  board  makes 
decision  after  public  hearing"  to  "Based  on  recommendations  from  qualified  staff, 
the  department's  director,  commission  or  advisory  board  makes  decision  after 
public  hearing." 

•  Change  from  "Director  of  DPW  makes  decision  after  public  hearing"  to  "Based  on 
recommendation  from  the  Urban  Forester,  the  Director  of  DPW  makes  decision 
after  public  hearing." 

Upon  Motion  by  Council  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Council  Member  Habert,  the 
Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedure  Resolution  File  No.  R-2006-06-UFC 
was  approved  with  no  objection.  AYES:  (11-0)  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke 
and  Sacamano.  1  Vacant. 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors.  Members 
reviewed  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for  clarification  in  regard  to  the 
Council's  advisory  role  on  legislation.  Members  voted  on  sending  the  letter  to  the  Board. 
(Explanatory  document:  Draft  letter  to  Board  of  Supervisors 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/draftletterlandmarkapril21.doc). 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  letter  asking  for 
clarification  in  regards  to  the  Council's  advisory  role  on  legislation  was  approved  for 
delivery  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

VOTE:  (8-3)  (3  Absent;  1  Vacant) 

AYES:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Milne,  Nervo,  Habert,  Sustarich  and  Rodgers 
NOES:  Members  Blair,  Griswold,  and  Miller 
ABSENT:  Members  Fisher,  Quirke  and  Sacamano 

9.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  provided  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
(Explanatory  Documents  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Coordinator's  Report  for  April 

http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/4. 06UFCCoordinatorReport.doc  and 
Greenphnt  http://web.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Greenprint.pdf.) 

Coordinator  Harte  described  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  process  public  education 
material/strategy  that  is  being  worked  on  and  requested  that  Council  members  submit 
outreach  plan  ideas  by  April  28.  A  public  information  packet  would  be  available  on  the 
Department's  website  once  finalized. 
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Member  Blair  recommended  outreach  methods  that  include  sending  out  landmark  tree 
nomination  information  with  utility  bills  and  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  make  a 
presentation  to  the  One  Stop  Shop,  a  coalition  of  San  Francisco  neighborhood 
associations.  Member  Miller  recommended  asking  PG&E  to  include  flyers  on  the 
landmark  tree  nomination  process  in  their  bills.  Member  Boss  recommended  not 
sending  out  an  overabundance  of  outreach  material  that  might  defeat  the  intended 
purpose. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  working  with  Department  staff  member  Thea  Hillman  on 
writing  an  article  about  landscape  permits  that  can  be  accessed  on  http://www.sfdowntown  com. 
The  Council  was  advised  that  another  article  would  be  written  on  the  landmark  and 
significant  tree  ordinance  and  recommended  that  Council  members  outreach  to  their 
favorite  neighborhood  newspapers  to  include  the  article.  Member  Blair  recommended 
submitting  articles  to  other  organizations  to  include  in  their  newsletters  such  as  the 
Sierra  Club,  SF  Tomorrow,  and  the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods. 

Member  Habert  requested  that  consideration  be  given  to  trees  that  did  not  achieve 
landmark  status. 

Coordinator  Harte  announced  that  the  Council  would  be  working  on  the  citywide  draft  of 
revised  Pruning  Standards  at  their  next  meeting.  Invitations  to  the  "Greenprint" 
workshop  on  the  Regional  Model  for  Urban  Forestry  Management  to  be  held  on  May  1 1 
at  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  were  distributed.  A  request  was  made  for  new  members  to 
submit  short  biographies  to  add  to  the  Department's  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website. 

For  further  information  on  the  Coordinator's  Report  click  on  the  explanatory  document 
above. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  endorsement  of  the  Bicycle 
Coalition's  efforts  in  getting  bike  lanes  on  the  Bay  Bridge  from  Treasure  Island  to  San 
Francisco. 

10  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  does  not  yet  have  a  quorum  of  members. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  May  18,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

There  were  no  reports  made  at  this  time  as  issues  were  discussed  during  the  course  of 
the  meeting. 

11.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne  announced 
that  there  was  a  television  film  clip  about  San  Jose's  tree  problems  (excessive  damage 
to  trees),  their  regulation  of  street  trees,  and  Department  of  Public  Works  maintenance. 
A  recommendation  was  made  that  a  similar  newscast  and  investigations  be  done  in  San 
Francisco. 
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12.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  recognized  the  life  of  Ms.  Jane  Jacobs, 
a  public  advocate.  Member  Blair  (1)  expressed  her  concern  with  Treasure  Island's  tree 
protection  plan  and  fear  that  all  trees  would  be  removed.  A  request  was  made  for  the 
Coordinator  to  request  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  to  make  a 
presentation  before  the  Council  on  their  plan  to  protect  trees;  and  (2)  requested 
additional  information  on  the  removal  and  replacement  of  citywide  sewer  lines  and  how 
existing  trees  would  be  preserved  and  protected. 

13.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

14.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  7:10  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/  or  by  following  the  links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 

Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  May  26,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-07-UFC 


Resolution  No.  006-06-UFC 
April  25,  2006 


1  [Landmark  Tree  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedure] 

2 

3  Resolution  affirming  the  role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  the  development  and 

4  implementation  of  a  removal  process  for  landmark  trees  in  the  City  and  County  of  San 

5  Francisco. 

6 

7  WHEREAS,  The  Environment  Code,  Chapter  12,  Section  1203  charges  the 

8  Urban  Forestry  Council  with  developing  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  for 

9  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  established  a  landmark  tree  program 

n  to  honor  and  protect  notable  and  special  trees  through  Ordinance  0017-06;  and, 

12  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  has  previously  submitted  criteria  and 

13  forms  on  landmark  tree  nomination  and  designation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  now, 

14  therefore  be  it 

15  RESOLVED,  That  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  recommends  landmark  tree 

16  removal  criteria  and  procedure  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  be  it 

17  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Council  recommends  procedures  to  catalog 

18  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 


19 

20  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Regular 

21  Meeting  on  April  25,  2006. 


24      Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


25 

26  VOTE:  Adopted  (11-0)  (3  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

27  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Nervo, 

28  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich 

29  Noes:  None 

30  Absent:  Council  Members  Fisher,  Quirke,  and  Sacamano 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  Regular  April  25,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  Regular  April  25,  2006  Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Sewer  Replacement  and  Trees.  A  representative  from  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  will  discuss  the  Sewer  Master  Plan  and  potential  impacts  and  outcomes  for 
trees  in  San  Francisco. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 
Presenter:  John  Loiacono 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Uniform  Pruning  Standards.  Council  members 
will  discuss  uniform  pruning  standards  and  may  vote  to  approve  standards.  (Explanatory 
Document:  Pruning  Standards  May  2006) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

6.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  July  26,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  wili  be  on  Thursday  June  15,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

7.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

8.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

9.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

10.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 


the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  •      Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2. 100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 


30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted: 


PRUNING  STANDARDS  FOR  TREES 
IN  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

(Draft  5/18/06) 

This  document  identifies  basic  standards  for  tree  pruning  within  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco.  These  standards  apply  to  private  contractors  working  on  public  trees 
including  street  trees  as  well  as  all  City  of  San  Francisco  employees  and  managers. 

Pruning  can  either  help  or  hurt  trees.  When  appropriate  practices  are  used,  pruning  can 
provide  significant  benefits.  When  inappropriate  practices  are  used,  significant  harm  can 
follow.  For  the  long-term  health  and  structural  stability  of  trees  in  San  Francisco,  it  is 
critical  that  pruning  practices  conform  to  professional  standards  established  by  the  tree 
care  industry. 

Foundation  for  the  Standards 

The  City  of  San  Francisco  recognizes  the  following  benchmark  standards  for  tree  pruning 
and  maintenance: 

1 .  International  Society  of  Arboriculture  (ISA)  Tree  Pruning  Guidelines 

2.  ISA  Best  Management  Practices:  Tree  Pruning 

3.  American  National  Standards  Institute  (ANSI)  A300  Pruning  Standards,  ANSI 
Z 1 3  3 . 1  Safety  Standards 

City  arborists,  managers,  related  personnel  and  contractors  should  retain  and  use  copies 
of  the  above  publications  to  plan  and  manage  pruning  operations.  Occupational  health 
and  safety  standards  in  the  workplace  should  be  observed  at  all  times. 

A.  Pruning  Needs,  Objectives,  and  Plans 

In  San  Francisco,  there  is  a  great  diversity  of  trees,  including  conifer,  broadleaf 
evergreen,  and  deciduous  species.  For  each  species,  there  exists  substantial  variation  in 
age,  size,  condition,  and  structure  of  individual  trees.  This  species  diversity  and  tree 
variability  creates  challenges  with  regard  to  tree  care  practices,  and  in  particular  for 
pruning.  Pruning  needs  can  vary  substantially  depending  on  these  factors:  some  trees 
will  need  little  or  no  pruning,  while  others  will  need  substantial  pruning.  In  addition, 
some  trees  need  to  be  pruned  to  improve  structure,  while  others  need  parts  removed  to 
improve  health.  To  ensure  that  pruning  is  appropriate  for  the  species  and  individual  tree 
growth  characteristics,  it  is  important  to  have  a  clear  understanding  of  the  specific  needs 
of  the  tree  and  the  objectives  for  pruning.  Pruning  objectives  include  the  following: 

•  Improve  structural  strength  and  reduce  failure  potential 

•  Improve  tree  health  (removal  of  dead  branches  and  management  of  pests) 

•  Improve  aesthetic  characteristics 

•  Provide  clearance  for  pedestrians,  vehicles,  and  structures 

•  Improve  safety  and  security  for  residents  and  visitors 

•  Repair  tree  damage 


•  Reduce  maintenance  costs  (i.e.,  when  applied  to  young  trees) 

•  Influence  flowering  and  fruiting  of  some  species 

Standard  1:  For  commercial  contractors,  a  written  plan  of  work  shall  be  prepared  that 
clearly  identifies  the  tree  species,  location,  need  for  pruning,  pruning  objectives,  and  the 
scope  of pruning.  A  checklist  format  can  be  used.  Where  multiple  reasons  for  pruning 
exist,  they  should  be  prioritized  from  highest  to  lowest.  A  separate  plan  is  needed  for 
each  tree.  For  groups  of  trees  of  the  same  species  with  similar  pruning  needs,  one  plan 
will  suffice. 

For  municipal  departments  (Public  Works,  Recreation  and  Parks,  and  Public  Utilities), 
plans  will  be  developed  for  stands  or  groups  of  trees.  Stands  or  groups  include  trees 
along  streets  and  in  parks  or  other  public  areas.  Plans  shall  include  species,  location, 
need  for  pruning,  pruning  objectives,  and  the  scope  of pruning.  Pruning  plans  shall  be 
specific  for  the  species  to  be  pruned. 

B.  Pruning  Practices 

1.  PRUNING  CUTS 

Pruning  is  a  wounding  process  that  causes  some  level  of  injury  to  trees.  It  is  important  to 
make  pruning  cuts  that  minimize  injury  or  the  potential  for  injury.  For  instance,  cuts 
should  be  made  on  branches  in  a  manner  that  ensures  rapid  and  complete  wound  closure, 
thus  reducing  the  potential  for  decay.  Information  on  appropriate  branch  removal 
practices  and  the  size  and  location  of  cuts  is  found  in  Tree-Pruning  Guidelines  and  Best 
Management  Practices  for  Tree  Pruning  (see  references). 

Note  that  flush  cuts  increase  the  potential  for  decay  and  reduce  the  formation  of  callus 
tissue  above  and  below  the  wound.  In  some  cases,  flush  cuts  can  stimulate  vigorous  but 
incomplete  callus  development.  Similarly,  leaving  branch  stubs  prevents  wound  closure 
and  increases  the  potential  for  decay.  These  types  of  pruning  cuts  should  be  avoided. 

Standard  2:  All  pruning  cuts  shall  conform  to  ANSI  and  ISA  Standards  (see  References). 
Do  not  make  flush  cuts  or  leave  branch  stubs. 

2.  AMOUNT  OF  PRUNING 

Removal  of  live  branches  and  associated  leaf  area  can  have  a  negative  impact  on  the 
health  of  trees.  When  relatively  large  amounts  of  leaf  area  are  removed,  the  capacity  of  a 
tree  to  produce  energy  for  growth  and  pest  resistance  is  diminished.  Pruning  should  be 
limited  to  that  amount  needed  to  accomplish  the  pruning  objective.  In  some  cases,  it  may 
be  best  to  complete  pruning  over  a  two-  or  three-year  period  rather  than  do  all  that  is 
needed  in  one  year. 


In  addition,  excessive  pruning  or  overthinning  stimulates  watersprout  development  in 
many  species.  Watersprouts  are  usually  weakly  attached  and  prone  to  breaking  at  the 
point  of  attachment.  Crown  density  can  increase  substantially  due  to  watersprout 
production,  resulting  in  a  loss  of  tree  form  and  reduction  in  light  and  air  penetration. 

Standard  3:  Not  more  than  25%  of  the  crown  shall  be  removed  within  an  annual  growing 
season.  The  percentage  of  foliage  removed  shall  be  adjusted  according  to  age,  health, 
and  species  considerations.  Stressed  trees  are  less  tolerant  of  pruning  and  leaf  area 
removal  should  be  minimal.  In  cases  where  more  than  25%  of  the  crown  needs  to  be 
removed,  such  as  to  reduce  the  potential  for  structural  failure,  a  Certified  Arborisl  shall 
make  an  assessment  of  the  amount  of pruning  needed  to  abate  the  hazard.  When 
possible,  such  pruning  . should  be  scheduled  over  a  two-  or  three-year  period.  Pruning 
should  be  minimal  on  species  prone  to  watersprout  development.  For  such  species, 
pruning  during  the  summer  months  may  reduce  the  potential  for  watersprout 
development  (see  Standard  4). 

3.  WHEN  TO  PRUNE 

The  time  of  year  to  prune  can  vary  substantially  depending  on  pruning  needs,  objectives, 
and  species.  Generally,  it  is  best  to  prune  in  the  winter  months  (December  to  February) 
in  San  Francisco.  This  is  the  time  of  year  when  many  species  are  in  a  dormant  state  and 
pruning  impacts  can  be  minimized.  In  some  cases,  trees  may  need  to  be  pruned  at  other 
times  of  the  year,  such  as  to  direct  growth,  to  maintain  clearance,  to  reduce  failure 
potential,  or  for  pest  management  reasons.  In  San  Francisco's  mild  climate,  pruning  of 
for  broadleaf-evergreen  species  can  be  done  throughout  the  year  with  minimal  impact  on 
tree  health.  In  addition,  young  trees  may  need  to  be  pruned  at  the  time  of  planting. 

Standard  4:  Wlienever  possible,  prune  trees  during  the  winter  months  (December  to 
February).  Pruning  to  remove  dead,  dying,  diseased,  or  broken  branches  can  be  done  at 
any  time  of  year.  Pruning  during  the  summer  months  may  be  used  as  a  strategy  to  reduce 
watersprout  development  in  certain  species. 

For  deciduous  species,  prune  before  bud  break  in  the  spring,  and  then  avoid 
pruning  until  after  leaf  drop  in  the  fall  In  cases  where  pruning  is  needed  while  the 
tree  is  actively  growing,  a  statement  identifying  reasons  for  pruning  at  that  time 
shall  be  included  in  the  plan  of  work  (see  Standard  I). 

Broadleaf-evergreen  species  (such  as  Eucalyptus  spp.,  Ficus  spp.,  Acacia  spp..  and 
Myoporum  spp.,)  can  be  pruned  throughout  the  year. 

For  conifers,  pruning  should  be  completed  in  the  winter  months.  In  cases  where 
pruning  is  needed  while  the  tree  is  actively  growing,  a  statement  identifying  reasons 
for  pruning  at  that  time  shall  be  included  in  the  plan  of  work  (see  Standard  I). 
Avoid  pruning  pines  (Pinus  spp.)  during  months  when  hark  beetles  are  active. 


4.  WOUND  TREATMENTS 


Over  the  years,  wound  dressings  and  paints  have  been  used  to  treat  or  cover  pruning 
wounds.  There  is  no  scientific  evidence  to  indicate  that  these  treatments  reduce  decay  or 
accelerate  wound  closure,  however.  Until  scientific  studies  find  clear  benefits  to  using 
these  materials,  pruning  wound  treatments  are  viewed  as  being  unnecessary. 

Standard  5.  Pruning  wound  treatments  (dressings  and  paints)  shall  not  be  used. 
5.  PRUNING  EQUIPMENT  (primers,  saws,  and  spikes) 

To  promote  callus  development  and  wound  closure,  it  is  important  to  make  clean  pruning 
cuts.  Bark  surrounding  the  cut  should  not  be  torn,  shredded,  stripped  away,  or  otherwise 
separated  from  the  wood.  This  can  be  accomplished  by  using  equipment  that  is  sharp  and 
sized  appropriately  for  the  job. 

In  addition,  injury  to  bark  tissue  can  occur  from  the  use  of  climbing  spikes  (gaffs)  and  tie 
ropes.  Resulting  wounds  can  lead  to  localized  bark  death  and  wood  decay,  and  can  serve 
as  entry  courts  for  insects  and  pathogens.  Wounds  from  ropes  can  be  reduced  by  the  use 
of  friction  savers  at  the  tie  point. 

Note:  Clean  equipment  (blades,  bars,  and  air/fuel  filters)  produces  cleaner  cuts  with  less 
effort,  improves  worker  safety,  and  reduces  the  potential  for  the  spread  of  pathogens. 

Standard  6.  Pruning  equipment  shall  be  sharp  and  sized  appropriately  for  the  pruning 
cut.  Avoid  the  use  of  any  pruning  equipment  that  may  cause  damage  to  bark  tissue. 

Spikes  should  not  be  used  for  climbing  trees  unless  the  tree  is  being  removed. 

C.  Pruning  Mature  Trees 

1.  PRUNING  TYPES 

As  noted  in  section  A,  trees  are  pruned  to  achieve  various  objectives.  To  meet  the 
objective(s)  identified  for  a  mature  tree,  several  different  types  of  pruning  can  be 
employed:  cleaning,  thinning,  raising,  reduction,  and  restoration.  Each  of  these  pruning 
types  is  described  in  the  following  ISA  publications:  Tree  Pruning  Guidelines  and  Best 
Management  Practices  for  Tree  Pruning.  It  is  important  to  be  familiar  with  each  type  to 
develop  a  plan  of  work  for  pruning  a  mature  tree. 

Since  these  pruning  types  are  used  to  achieve  specific  objectives,  it  is  also  important  to 
select  the  appropriate  type  to  match  the  objective.  For  example,  if  the  height  or  spread  of 
a  tree  needs  to  be  reduced  to  improve  structural  strength,  then  crown  reduction  pruning 
should  be  selected.  Or,  if  the  density  of  the  crown  needs  to  be  reduced  for  pest 
management  purposes,  then  thinning  should  be  selected. 


Clearance  Pruning:  The  City  of  San  Francisco  requires  tree  clearances  for  the  following 
cases:  pedestrians  on  sidewalks,  foliage  obstructing  streetlights  and  signals,  and  vehicles 
on  roadways.  Street  trees  should  be  pruned  to  maintain  a  14-foot  vertical  clearance  over 
curbs,  and  8-foot  clearance  over  sidewalks.  To  avoid  excessive  priming  to  achieve  these 
clearance  requirements,  clearance  pruning  should  be  initiated  when  the  tree  is  young  and 
continued  through  maturity.  Pruning  over  several  seasons  to  achieve  these  results  is 
preferable  to  single-season  priming.  In  certain  cases,  such  as  to  abate  safety  hazards, 
pruning  may  be  needed  that  exceeds  standards  for  canopy  removal  in  a  season  (see 
Standard  3).  In  such  cases,  pruning  shall  be  done  under  the  direction  of  a  Certified 
Arborist  or  Consulting  Arborist. 

Standard  7:  In  San  Francisco,  all  those  engaged  in  tree  pruning  are  expected  to  be 
familiar  with  each  of  the  pruning  types.  Selection  of  the  pruning  type(s)  shall  be  based  on 
pruning  objectives  (see  Standard  I).  Refer  to  publications  cited  in  section  CI  for 
descriptions  of  pruning  types.  Clearance  pruning  that  does  not  comply  with  Standards  3 
and  4  shall  be  conducted  only  under  the  supervision  of  a  Certified  Arborist  or  Consulting 
Arborist. 


2.  HEADING  AND  HEADING  CUTS 

Heading  is  defined  as  "cutting  a  currently  growing  or  one-year-old  shoot  back  to  a  bud, 
or  cutting  an  older  branch  back  to  a  stub  or  lateral  branch  not  sufficiently  large  to  assume 
the  terminal  role"  (see  Tree  Pruning  Guidelines).  It  is  also  referred  to  as  a  "topping"  or 
"lopping". 

When  pruning  mature  trees,  heading  cuts  should  be  avoided  for  the  following  reasons: 

•  Vigorous  shoots  can  be  stimulated  to  grow  just  below  the  heading  cut.  Typically, 
these  shoots  are  weakly  attached,  poorly  tapered  and,  therefore,  have  a  high 
failure  potential. 

•  Wood  decay  can  develop  in  the  cut  branch  or  stem.  Often,  decay  extends  well 
into  the  branch  or  stem  and  reduces  its  structural  strength.  This  increases  failure 
potential. 

•  The  tree's  natural  form  can  be  lost  in  many  cases,  particularly  when  relatively 
large  diameter  cuts  are  made. 

In  very  limited  cases,  heading  cuts  may  be  appropriate  for  mature  trees,  such  as  to: 

•  Reduce  tree  height  or  branch  end  weights.  Note:  This  approach  should  be 
employed  only  in  cases  where  there  is  a  high  risk  of  structural  failure  and  thinning 
cuts  (reduction  cuts)  cannot  be  used.  Also,  follow-up  pruning  to  minimize  risk 
associated  with  weakly-attached  shoots  will  be  needed. 

•  Achieve  a  specialty  tree  form  using  the  pruning  practice  called  pollarding. 
Pollarding  uses  heading  cuts  to  remove  all  of  the  current  season's  growth 
(annually)  for  certain  deciduous  species,  such  as  London  plane  {Plat anus  x 
acerifolia)  and  elm  {Ulmus  spp.).  Generally,  pollarding  is  not  recommended 
because  it  requires  a  high  level  of  maintenance  (annual  pruning)  and  tree  benefits 


are  reduced  by  the  annual  reduction  of  canopy  size.  Pollarding  is  not  appropriate 
for  conifers  and  broadleaf  evergreen  species. 
•    Promote  flowering  on  species  with  terminal  flowers,  such  as  lilac  (Syringa  spp) 
and  crape  myrtle  {Lagerstroemia  spp). 

Standard  8:  Heading  cuts  shall  not  be  used  when  pruning  mature  trees,  except  in  very 
limited  cases.  Whenever  possible,  use  reduction  cuts  to  reduce  height  and  thinning  cuts 
to  reduce  branch  end  weights.  When  reduction  and  thinning  cuts  are  not  possible  (such 
as  when  interior  lateral  branches  are  not  present)  and  tree  hazard  potential  is  high,  then 
heading  cuts  may  be  needed,  but  their  use  should  be  minimized.  Although  not  a 
recommended  pruning  practice,  pollarding  shall  he  limited  to  deciduous  species  only. 

3.  STRESSED  TREES 

Old  and  unhealthy  trees  require  special  pruning  consideration.  These  trees  will  not 
respond  to  pruning  either  as  quickly  or  as  vigorously  as  unstressed  trees.  Removal  of  live 
branches  and  associated  leaf  area  should  be  minimized  or  avoided.  Generally,  pruning 
should  be  limited  to  the  removal  of  dead  branches  and  significant  structural  defects. 

Standard  9:  For  old  and  unhealthy  trees,  pruning  should  be  limited  to  the  removal  of 
dead  branches  and  structural  defects.  Removal  of  live  branches  should  be  avoided  or 
minimized. 

4.  UTILITY  PRUNING 

Pruning  trees  to  maintain  clearance  from  voltage  distribution  lines  is  a  requirement  for 
the  local  utility  (Pacific  Gas  and  Electric,  PG&E).  This  is  a  highly  specialized  area  of 
pruning  that  requires  extensive  training  in  safe  work  practices  and  appropriate  pruning 
practices.  Guidelines  providing  detailed  information  regarding  appropriate  pruning 
practices  for  utility  line  clearance  (such  as  lateral  or  directional  pruning)  are  given  in  Tree 
Pruning  Guidelines  (see  References). 

Standard  10:  Utility  pruning  requires  extensive  training  in  safe  work  practices  and 
specialized  pruning  techniques.  Prior  to  pruning  trees  for  line  clearance,  all  workers 
shall  have  documented  training  that  meets  utility  and  tree  industry  standards.  Pruning 
practices  shall  follow  guidelines  described  in  Tree  Pruning  Guidelines  (see  References). 
A  plan  of  work  that  incorporates  these  practices  shall  be  developed  prior  to  pruning. 

D.  Pruning  Young  and  Juvenile  Trees 

Multiple  benefits  can  be  achieved  by  pruning  trees  during  their  formative  years.  These 
include: 


•  The  establishment  of  strong  structure,  with  a  commensurate  reduction  in  failure 
potential  as  the  tree  matures. 

•  Reduction  of  long-term  maintenance  costs. 

•  Enhancement  of  tree  longevity  and  extension  of  long-term  benefits. 

Young  trees  need  to  have  a  strong,  well-established  central  leader,  strong  branch 
attachments,  adequate  spacing/distribution  of  scaffold  branches,  and  temporary  branches 
retained  between  scaffolds  and  below  the  lowest  scaffold.  Although  these  structural 
characteristics  should  be  established  as  soon  as  possible,  training  young  trees  can  be  a 
multi-year  process,  depending  on  the  species  and  the  need  for  training. 

Standard  11:  Trees  should  be  structurally  pruned  when  they  are  young.  Follow 
guidelines  provided  in  the  following  references:  1)  Tree-Pruning  Guidelines,  and  2) 
Training  Young  Trees  for  Structure  and  Form  (University  of  California  video  production 
V99A).  Young  trees  will  need follow-up  pruning,  preferably  three  limes  in  the  first  five 
years,  and  then  periodically  as  they  develop  through  the  juvenile  phase  into  maturity. 

E.  Root  Pruning 

In  urban  settings,  trees  may  require  root  pruning,  typically  to  address  conflicts  with 
infrastructure  elements  (sidewalks  and  curbs).  Since  this  practice  results  in  the  loss  of 
roots,  both  tree  health  and  structural  stability  are  affected.  As  a  result,  it  is  critical  to  be 
fully  aware  of  practices  to  minimize  root-pruning  impacts.  Keep  in  mind  that  certain 
trees  should  not  be  root  pruned,  such  as  trees  in  poor  condition  or  trees  that  are  leaning. 
In  addition,  some  species  do  not  respond  well  to  root  pruning,  such  as  pepper  tree 
{Schinus  spp.),  tulip  tree  (Liriodendron  tulipifera),  camphor  (Cinnamomum  camphora), 
Chinese  evergreen  elm  {jJlmus parvifolia),  and  callery  pear  {Pyrus  calleryana). 

To  minimize  root-pruning  impacts,  a  tree  assessment  should  be  conducted  prior  to 
pruning.  Both  tree  and  site  conditions  need  to  be  evaluated  to  determine  the  potential  for 
injury  and  structural  stability  loss.  Following  the  assessment,  a  plan  should  be  developed 
that  identifies  the  maximum  allowable  size  of  roots  to  be  cut,  allowable  proximity  to  the 
trunk  for  cuts,  time  of  year  when  root  cutting  is  allowable,  and  the  most  suitable  method 
for  making  cuts.  Both  the  assessment  and  plan  should  be  completed  by  a  Certified 
Arborist  or  Consulting  Arborist.  For  more  information  on  root  pruning,  review  the 
following  publication:  Reducing  Infrastructure  Damage  by  Tree  Roots:  A  Compendium 
of  Strategies  (see  References). 

Standard  12.  Root  pruning  should  be  considered  only  when  other  options  for  correcting 
a  conflict  between  roots  and  infrastructure  are  deemed  not  practical.  For  trees  requiring 
root  pruning,  a  tree  assessment  shall  be  conducted  and  a  root-pruning  plan  shall  be 
developed.  Avoid  root  pruning  during  times  of  the  year  when  wind  loads  on  trees  are 
greatest,  such  as  during  the  winter  months. 
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Resources 

International  Society  of  Arboriculture 
P.O.  Box  3129,  Champaign,  IL  61826 
isa@isa-arbor.com 
http://www.isa-arbor.com/ 
http://secure.isa-arbor.com/store/ 

American  National  Standards  Institute 
1819  L  Street,  NW  Suite  600 
Washington,  DC  20036 
(202)  293-8020 
http ://  www,  ansi .  org/ 

Department  of  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry 
(415)554-6700 

http://www.sfgov.org/sfdpw/trees 

Department  of  the  Environment 
(415)  355-3700 

http://www.sfenvironment.com/ 

University  of  California  Cooperative  Extension 
San  Mateo-San  Francisco  Counties 
(650)  726-9059 
http://cesanmateo.ucdavis.edu/ 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

DRAFT  MINUTES 

Friday,  May  26,  2006,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Good  left  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Miller 
(arrived  at  10:20),  Milne,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Members 
Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Rodgers.  Vacant:  1. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  April  25,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Costello,  the  May  26,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection.  Absent: 
Council  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo  and  Rodgers;  1  Vacant.  (Explanatory 
Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  April  25,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=39038.) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Sewer  Replacement  and  Trees.  Representatives  from  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  discussed  the  Sewer  Master  Plan  and  potential  impacts  and  outcomes  for 
trees  in  San  Francisco.  (Explanatory  Document  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  San 
Francisco  Sewer  System  Master  Plan  Project  Fact  Sheet 

http://web1.sfqov-Orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm 
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Mr.  Jonathan  Loiacono,  Project  Leader  for  the  Sewer  System  Master  Plan,  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  discussed  the  Master  Plan's  purpose 
and  strategies  to  address  the  San  Francisco  wastewater  system's  aging  infrastructure. 
Topics  included  a  discussion  on  the  feasibility  of  a  combined  sewer  system  and  low 
impact  design  such  as  green  roofs,  pervious  pavement,  and  planting  trees  to  help 
reduce  storm  water  and  overflows  in  the  system.  Mr.  Loiacono  advised  that  program 
specifications  should  be  determined  by  November  of  this  year  and  would  include 
determinations  for  repair  and  replacement  of  infrastructure,  how  to  mitigate  the 
southeast  neighborhood  plant  environmental  justice  issues,  studying  dry  weather  flow 
discharges,  improving  the  sewer  system,  and  mitigating  against  storm  water  inflow. 

Ms.  Rosey  Jencks,  SFPUC,  who  is  coordinating  the  low  impact  development  storm 
water  management  program  discussed  first  initial  program  development  steps  of 
performing  a  hydrologic  analysis  of  the  City  and  developing  a  model  that  looks  at  the 
various  low-impact  development  scenarios  to  reduce  storm  water  to  the  system  that 
includes  pervious  pavement,  urban  forestry,  green  roofs,  bio-retention,  and  rain 
harvesting.  Ms.  Jencks  advised  that  pilot  projects  would  be  conducted  to  demonstrate 
and  test  ideas. 


Urban  Forestry  Council  members  and  SFPUC  representatives  discussed: 


Concern  for  the  tree  preservation  plan  and  pipe  replacement  methods  and 
materials; 

Sewer  system  problems  that  consist  of  tree  root  expansion  and  overflow  of  tree 
leaves; 

Tree  selection  and  street  design  criteria  to  address  storm-water  management; 

SFPUC  participation  in  the  Street  Standards  Master  Plan; 

Need  for  interdepartmental  cooperation  and  support  on  implementation  of 

projects; 

Sewer  age  and  replacement  cycle; 

State  and  federal  regulations  on  storm  water  mitigation; 

Pacific  Northwest  projects  and  the  Technical  Advisory  Committee  to  compare 

strategies; 

Master  Plan  project  implementation  and  public  process  schedule. 


Mr.  Tyrone  Jew,  Outreach  Coordinator  for  the  Wastewater  Group,  SFPUC,  invited 
Council  Members  to  a  SFPUC  Wastewater  Master  Plan  Low-Impact  Design  Workshop 
to  discuss  strategies  of  the  Seattle  Public  Utilities  Commission  with  Ms.  Darla  Inglis. 
The  meeting  will  be  held  on  Monday,  June  5,  at  the  SFPUC,  1 155  Market  Street,  6th 
Floor  Conference  Room,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  12:00  p.m. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Uniform  Pruning  Standards.  (Explanatory 
Document:  Pruning  Standards  May  25,  2006  Amended  and  Introduced  in  Council 
Meeting 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SFPruninqStds52506.doc) 
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Ms.  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  advised  the  Council  that  Member 
Costello  created  the  San  Francisco  Pruning  Standards  for  Trees  Draft  with  input  from 
various  City  departments,  the  San  Francisco  Professional  Gardeners  Association, 
California  Department  of  Forestry,  and  City  of  Palo  Alto.  Member  Costello  reviewed 
amendments  as  reflected  in  the  5/25/06  Draft  Pruning  Standards  and  proposed 
additional  amendments  to  the  "Foundation  for  the  Standards"  and  "Standard  3."  Council 
Members  recommended  additions  and  revisions  that  would  be  brought  to  the  full  Council 
for  action  at  their  next  meeting  on  June  27,  2006. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Richard  Ingraham,  PhD,  Fairmount  neighborhood,  speaking  in 
support  of  the  Pruning  Standards.  Mr.  Ingraham  discussed  problems  with  various  tree 
species  in  urban  areas  and  the  idea  of  creating  genetically  engineered  trees. 

6.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  July  26,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street.  There  was  no  report  given  at  this  time. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
Chair  Sacamano  reported  that  the  May  18th  meeting  was  cancelled  due  to  a  lack 
of  quorum.  The  June  15  meeting  will  be  rescheduled  to  Thursday,  June  22,  2006 
at  4:00  p.m. 

7.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  There  were 
no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

8.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  requested  (1)  a  discussion  at  the  next 
meeting  on  the  legality  of  listing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  members'  affiliations  on 
future  agendas,  and  (2)  continued  discussion  about  interdepartmental  parallel  behavior 
as  it  relates  to  street  work  and  proposed  moratorium  on  replacing  concrete.  Member 
Blair  asked  for  a  discussion  on  why  50%  of  San  Francisco's  trees  still  have  3  to  6  inch 
trunk  diameters  since  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  has  only  planted  40,000  trees  in  25 
years.  Member  Costello  asked  for  follow-up  action  on  the  letter  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  on  the  role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Associate  Ma  advised  the  Council  that  the  landmark  tree  criteria  has  not  yet  passed  and 
will  be  discussed  at  the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  on  July 
3.  Council  Secretary  Monica  Fish  advised  of  the  resignation  of  Member  Fisher  from  the 
Council  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Vacancy  Notice. 

9.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Mr.  Kurt  King  and  Mr.  Paul  Mills,  Russian  Hill  neighborhood  residents  discussed  the  sale 
of  property  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street  and  the  potential  of  landmark  designation  for 
trees  on  the  property.  Concern  was  expressed  with  the  prospect  of  future  development 
on  the  property.  (Explanatory  Document:  May  15,  2006  Letter  to  the  Property  Owner  and 
Petition  http://webi.sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiies/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/PubiicComrient1 141- 
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n45Fiibert.PDF.)  Chair  Milne  suggested  that  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Mills  meet  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  President  to  discuss  the  feasibility  of  landmark  designation. 

10.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:32  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment_meeting.asp?id=l  58 1 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  JUN  2  9  2006 


CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 

ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Habert,  Miller 
(arrived  at  10:20),  Milne,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Members 
Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Rodgers.  Vacant:  1 . 

ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  April  25,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Council  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Council  Member 
Costello,  the  May  26,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection.  Absent: 
Council  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo  and  Rodgers;  1  Vacant.  (Explanatory 
Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  April  25,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=39038.) 

DISCUSSION:  Sewer  Replacement  and  Trees.  Representatives  from  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  discussed  the  Sewer  Master  Plan  and  potential  impacts  and  outcomes  for 
trees  in  San  Francisco.  (Explanatory  Document  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  San 
Francisco  Sewer  System  Master  Plan  Project  Fact  Sheet 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment7meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SFSewerSystemMPProie 
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Mr.  Jonathan  Loiacono,  Project  Leader  for  the  Sewer  System  Master  Plan,  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  discussed  the  Master  Plan's  purpose 
and  strategies  to  address  the  San  Francisco  wastewater  system's  aging  infrastructure. 
Topics  included  a  discussion  on  the  feasibility  of  a  combined  sewer  system  and  low 
impact  design  such  as  green  roofs,  pervious  pavement,  and  planting  trees  to  help 
reduce  storm  water  and  overflows  in  the  system.  Mr.  Loiacono  advised  that  program 
specifications  should  be  determined  by  November  of  this  year  and  would  include 
determinations  for  repair  and  replacement  of  infrastructure,  how  to  mitigate  the 
southeast  neighborhood  plant  environmental  justice  issues,  studying  dry  weather  flow 
discharges,  improving  the  sewer  system,  and  mitigating  against  storm  water  inflow.  Mr. 
Loiacono  remarked  that,  "tree  planting  is  a  great  way,  probably  the  best  way  to  absorb 
storm  water." 

Ms.  Rosey  Jencks,  SFPUC,  who  is  coordinating  the  low  impact  development  storm 
water  management  program  discussed  first  initial  program  development  steps  of 
performing  a  hydrologic  analysis  of  the  City  and  developing  a  model  that  looks  at  the 
various  low-impact  development  scenarios  to  reduce  storm  water  to  the  system  that 
includes  pervious  pavement,  urban  forestry,  green  roofs,  bio-retention,  and  rain 
harvesting.  Ms.  Jencks  advised  that  pilot  projects  would  be  conducted  to  demonstrate 
and  test  ideas. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  members  and  SFPUC  representatives  discussed: 

■  Concern  for  the  tree  preservation  plan  and  pipe  replacement  methods  and 
materials; 

■  Sewer  system  problems  that  consist  of  tree  root  expansion  and  overflow  of  tree 
leaves; 

■  Tree  selection  and  street  design  criteria  to  address  storm-water  management; 

■  SFPUC  participation  in  the  Street  Standards  Master  Plan; 

■  Need  for  interdepartmental  cooperation  and  support  on  implementation  of 
projects; 

■  Sewer  age  and  replacement  cycle; 

a    State  and  federal  regulations  on  storm  water  mitigation; 

■  Pacific  Northwest  projects  and  the  Technical  Advisory  Committee  to  compare 
strategies; 

■  Master  Plan  project  implementation  and  public  process  schedule. 

Mr.  Tyrone  Jue,  Outreach  Coordinator  for  the  Wastewater  Group,  SFPUC,  invited 
Council  Members  to  a  SFPUC  Wastewater  Master  Plan  Low-Impact  Design  Workshop 
to  discuss  strategies  of  the  Seattle  Public  Utilities  Commission  with  Ms.  Darla  Inglis. 
The  meeting  will  be  held  on  Monday,  June  5,  at  the  SFPUC,  1 155  Market  Street,  6th 
Floor  Conference  Room,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  12:00  p.m. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Uniform  Pruning  Standards.  (Explanatory 
Document:  Pruning  Standards  May  25,  2006  Amended  and  Introduced  in  Council 
Meeting 

http://web1  sfqov  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SFPruninq3tds52506.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 
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Ms.  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  advised  the  Council  that  Member 
Costello  created  the  San  Francisco  Pruning  Standards  for  Trees  Draft  with  input  from 
various  City  departments,  the  San  Francisco  Professional  Gardeners  Association, 
California  Department  of  Forestry,  and  City  of  Palo  Alto.  Member  Costello  reviewed 
amendments  as  reflected  in  the  5/25/06  Draft  Pruning  Standards  and  proposed 
additional  amendments  to  the  "Foundation  for  the  Standards"  and  "Standard  3."  Council 
Members  recommended  additions  and  revisions  that  would  be  brought  to  the  full  Council 
for  action  at  their  next  meeting  on  June  27,  2006. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Richard  Ingraham,  PhD,  Fairmount  neighborhood,  speaking  in 
support  of  the  Pruning  Standards.  Mr.  Ingraham  discussed  problems  with  various  tree 
species  in  urban  areas  and  the  idea  of  creating  genetically  engineered  trees. 

6.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  July  26,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street.  There  was  no  report  given  at  this  time. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
Chair  Sacamano  reported  that  the  May  18th  meeting  was  cancelled  due  to  a  lack 
of  quorum.  The  June  15  meeting  will  be  rescheduled  to  Thursday,  June  22,  2006 
at  4:00  p.m. 

7.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  There  were 
no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

8.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Cohen  requested  (1)  a  discussion  at  the  next 
meeting  on  the  legality  of  listing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  members'  affiliations  on 
future  agendas,  and  (2)  continued  discussion  about  interdepartmental  parallel  behavior 
as  it  relates  to  street  work  and  proposed  moratorium  on  replacing  concrete.  Member 
Blair  asked  for  a  discussion  on  why  50%  of  San  Francisco's  trees  still  have  3  to  6  inch 
trunk  diameters  since  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  has  only  planted  40,000  trees  in  25 
years.  Member  Costello  asked  for  follow-up  action  on  the  letter  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  on  the  role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Associate  Ma  advised  the  Council  that  the  landmark  tree  criteria  has  not  yet  passed  and 
will  be  discussed  at  the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  on  July 
3.  Council  Secretary  Monica  Fish  advised  of  the  resignation  of  Member  Fisher  from  the 
Council  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Vacancy  Notice. 

9.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Mr.  Kurt  King  and  Mr.  Paul  Mills,  Russian  Hill  neighborhood  residents  discussed  the  sale 
of  property  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street  and  the  potential  of  landmark  designation  for 
trees  on  the  property.  Concern  was  expressed  with  the  prospect  of  future  development 
on  the  property.  (Explanatory  Document:  May  15,  2006  Letter  to  the  Property  Owner  and 
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Petition  http://web1  ■Sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/PublicComment1 141- 

n45Fiibert.PDF.)  Chair  Milne  suggested  that  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Mills  meet  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  President  to  discuss  the  feasibility  of  landmark  designation. 

10.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  12:32  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.FishfaiSfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  June  27,  2006 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 

Tuesday,  June  27,  2006  at  5:30  PM 

City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 
JUN  2  2  2006 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Terry  Milne 
Chair 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Dr.  Larry  Costello 

David  Habert 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 

Susan  Nervo 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department 


Steve  Griswold 
Milton  Marks  III 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke 

AnMarie  Rodgers 

SF  Planning  Department 

Paul  Sacamano 

SF  Department  of  Public  Works 


Mark  Sustarich 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Alexis  Harte 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator 

Grace  Ma 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  May  26,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  May  26,  2006  Regular  Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Tree  Disclosure  Process  for  Street,  Significant  and  Landmark  Trees. 
Representatives  from  the  Planning  Department,  Department  of  Building  Inspection  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  will  explain  the  requirements  for  development  or 
construction  on  property  with  protected  street,  significant  and/or  landmark  trees. 

Sponsor:  AnMarie  Rodgers 
Presenters:  Representatives  from  Building  Inspection,  Planning,  Public  Works 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Mayor's  Office  Tree  Budget.  A  representative  for  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  will  outline  the  tree  budget  within  the  general  fund  capital  budget,  which 
includes  money  for  new  trees. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  City  representative 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Pruning  Standards.  Council  members  may  vote 
to  approve  the  Pruning  Standards.  (Explanatory  document:  Pruning  standards  June  22, 
2006.) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for 
clarification  of  their  advisory  role.  Members  may  vote  to  take  additional  action. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  July  26,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  July  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 


9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 


10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 


11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator.  City  Hall.  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 


7854;  E-mail:  sotfajsfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's 
webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  IVIonica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 
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CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:37  p.m. 

ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Marks 
(5:45  p.m.)  Miller,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council 
Members  Cohen  and  Sacamano.  Vacant:  1. 


ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  May  26,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  requested  an  addition  to  the  minutes  to  include  in  Item  4. 
"Discussion  of  sewer  replacement  and  trees"  a  quote  by  Mr.  Jon  Loiacono  as  follows: 
"tree  planting  is  a  great  way,  probably  the  best  way  to  absorb  stormwater."  Upon  motion 
by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  May  26,  2006  meeting 
minutes  were  approved  with  the  addition  (Absent:  Members  Cohen,  Marks  and 

Sacamano)  Explanatory  Document:  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironrnent  paqe.asp?id=40424. 

DISCUSSION:  Tree  Disclosure  Process  for  Street,  Significant  and  Landmark  Trees. 
Representatives  from  the  Planning  Department,  Department  of  Building  Inspection  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  explained  the  requirements  for  development  or  construction 
on  property  with  protected  street,  significant  and/or  landmark  trees. 

Sponsor:  AnMarie  Rodgers 
Presenters:  Representatives  from  Building  Inspection  &  Planning  Departments 

Member  Rodgers  reported  on  Planning  Department  tree  disclosure  and  protection 
guidelines  during  and  subsequent  to  permit  review  and  distributed  forms  and  instructions 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/TreeDisclosureProtectionforrris  pdf 
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that  were  developed  in  coordination  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
Department  of  Building  Inspection  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  in  order  to  ensure  that 
legislation  governing  the  protection  of  trees  is  implemented.  Forms  described  included: 

■  Planning  Department  Director's  Bulletin  No.  2006-01  providing  the  guidelines  for 
the  Planning  Department  to  follow  for  implementation  of  the  tree  protection 
legislation; 

■  Planning  Department  Tree  Disclosure  Statement  that  must  accompany  building 
permit  applications  for  specific  types  of  work  as  indicated  on  the  form; 

■  Planning  Department  Application  Completeness  Matrix  and  Control  Sheet. 

Ms.  Carla  Johnson,  Acting  Deputy  Director,  Inspection  Services  Program,  Department  of 
Building  Inspection  (DBI)  described  DBI's  role  of  enforcement  and  providing  information. 
Ms.  Johnson  reported  that  (1)  trained  field  inspectors  would  see  the  projects  under 
construction  and  identify  violations/investigate  complaints  after  permits  have  been 
issued  and  disclosure  statements  filed  with  the  Planning  Department,  and  (2)  the 
department  is  working  on  developing  an  informational  pamphlet  for  permit  applicants  to 
be  distributed  at  their  Counter  Services. 

Member  Boss  inquired  as  to  the  complaint  reporting  process  with  DBI.  Ms.  Johnson 
stated  that  complaints  can  be  issued  through  a  phone  call  to  DBI's  Field  Inspection  unit 
at  558-6096  or  by  filing  a  complaint  on  the  DBI  website. 

Member  Costello  inquired  as  to  whether  the  process  is  currently  being  implemented  and 
recommended  adding  the  requirement  for  a  registered  consulting  arborist  in  addition  to  a 
certified  arborist  evaluation  for  protected  trees.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the 
process  has  been  in  effect  since  the  legislation  was  enacted  on  March  1  and  that  the 
Tree  Disclosure  form  has  been  in  place  since  May  5.  Member  Costello  asked  where  the 
arborist's  protection-plan  goes.  Member  Rodgers  reported  the  report  is  attached  to  the 
plans  and  available  to  the  building  inspector  to  make  sure  tree  protections  are  in  place 
during  construction.  Member  Costello  recommended  that  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  review  the  arborist  plan.  Ms.  Johnson  stated  that  trained  field  inspectors  verify 
that  the  proposed  work  matches  'what  is  actually  being  done. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  whether  a  tree  is  accorded  landmark  status  by  being 
nominated  and  what  happens  to  the  status  if  it  is  not  approved  upon  a  site  visit.  Member 
Rodgers  stated  that  each  nominated  tree  and  its  status  would  be  recorded  in  the 
Department's  database.  Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  tree  could  not  be  re- 
nominated for  another  three  years. 

Member  Sustarich  recommended  creating  a  standardized  protection  plan.  Member 
Rodgers  reported  that  a  standardized  protection  plan  would  be  worked  on  after  the 
process  has  been  evaluated  for  a  length  of  time. 

Member  Marks  discussed  the  use  of  the  term  "protected  tree"  and  recommended  better 
coordination  between  the  departments  when  issuing  permits. 
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Member  Blair  asked  how  DBI  would  handle  protection  of  trees  during  development.  Ms. 
Johnson  stated  that  the  decision  to  maintain  or  remove  a  tree  would  be  made  during  the 
permit  application  process 

Chair  Milne  asked  when  the  public  information  brochure  would  be  available  and 
requested  a  copy  once  available.  Ms.  Johnson  reported  that  the  pamphlet  would  be 
available  in  the  near  future  and  would  send  a  copy  by  email. 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  an  educational  draft  website  that  would  contain 
nomination  and  removal  forms  has  been  created  and  is  pending  final  approval  of  the 
criteria  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Website  will  be  http://vwvw.sfenvironment.com/iandmarktrees. 
Coordinator  Harte  recommended  creating  a  central  online  database  for  landmark  and 
protected  trees  and  offered  the  Department's  assistance  with  this  effort. 

Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  has  an  internal  parcel 
information  database  that  has  a  tree  record  containing  all  of  the  approved  landmark 
trees  and  would  work  on  the  effort  to  make  it  available  to  the  public  online  once 
resources  become  available.  It  was  stated  that  according  to  the  Ordinance,  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  is  charged  with  maintaining  the  official  landmark  book. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Suzanne  Garin,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  inquired  whether  a 
tree  professional  or  property  owner  would  be  responsible  for  penalties  to  a  public  street 
tree.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  adopted  ordinance  places  responsibility  on  the 
property  owner. 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Mayor's  Office  Tree  Budget.  A  representative  for  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  will  outline  the  tree  budget  within  the  general  fund  capital  budget,  which 
includes  money  for  new  trees. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  a  presenter  was  not  available  for  this  meeting  and  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  seems  to  be  the  recipient  of  the  majority  of  the  Mayor's 
Office  funding  for  greening.  A  hard  copy  of  the  budget  and  summary  would  be  provided 
to  the  Council  before  the  next  meeting. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  expressed  his  disappointment  that  a  presenter  from  the  Mayor's 
Office  or  an  appropriate  agency  was  not  available  and  asked  how  the  Council  is  to 
advise  the  Board  of  Supervisors  about  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  Budget  without  being 
advised  what  that  budget  is.  Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  in  the  future,  the 
Council  should  be  involved  in  influencing  the  budget  process  in  January  and  February 
when  the  process  starts,  and  that  he  would  assure  a  presentation  would  be  scheduled  at 
that  time. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Pruning  Standards.  Council  members  voted  to 
approve  the  Pruning  Standards.  (Explanatory  document:  Pruning  standards  June  27, 
2006  distributed  in  Council  Meeting 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SFPruninqStds62706  doc.) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 
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Member  Costello  described  revisions  and  input  included  since  the  last  Urban  Forestry 
Council  and  Planning  Committee  meetings.  It  was  reported  that  Member  Sacamano 
would  provide  additional  information  on  utility  pruning  guidelines  that  would  be  reviewed 
once  received.  Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  training  class  that  would  be  scheduled 
for  all  City  employees/supervisors  that  deal  with  trees. 

Coordinator  Harte  stated  that  the  next  step  would  be  to  draft  a  Resolution  to  send  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  after  approval  by  the  Council. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  June  27,  2006 
Pruning  Standards  were  adopted.  (AYES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Habert,  Nervo, 
Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sustarich,  Milne;  ABSENT:  Members  Blair, 
Cohen  and  Sacamano.) 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for 
clarification  of  their  advisory  role. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Member  Costello  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  not  replied  to  the  letter. 
Members  discussed  their  recommendations  on  follow-up  steps  to  take.  Member  Milne 
would  schedule  a  discussion  with  Board  President  Peskin  to  give  him  an  option  of  either 
attending  the  next  Council  meeting  or  to  meet  with  three  members  of  the  Council  to 
discuss  this  issue. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Funding  Committee  has  not  met  because  of  a  lack 
of  members  and  requested  that  Member  Marks  join  the  Funding  Committee. 
Member  Marks  reported  that  before  accepting  the  appointment,  he  wouid 
schedule  a  discussion  with  Director  Blumenfeld  on  fundraising  issues. 

A  discussion  was  held  on  the  current  Funding  Committee  membership  of 
Members  Miller,  Milne  and  Marks  not  constituting  a  full  Committee,  as  five 
members  are  required.  It  was  reported  that  a  meeting  would  be  scheduled  once 
the  Committee  acquired  a  full  membership. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  July  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove 
Street. 

Member  Sacamano  was  not  present  to  report.  Coordinator  Harte  reported  that 
the  Planning  Committee  has  one  vacancy.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  expressed  interest 
in  membership. 
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9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  Member  Marks  who  is  now  a  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was 
one  of  the  founding  members  of  the  Council,  previously  served  as  a  member,  and 
previously  the  Director  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Coordinator  Harte  and  the  Council  acknowledged 
Member  Costello  for  his  work  on  creating  the  Pruning  Standards. 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  7:15  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting.asp?id=l  581 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:37  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Marks 
(5:45  p.m.)  Miller,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council 
Members  Cohen  and  Sacamano.  Vacant:  1. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  May  26,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  requested  an  addition  to  the  minutes  to  include  in  Item  4. 
"Discussion  of  sewer  replacement  and  trees"  a  quote  by  Mr.  Jon  Loiacono  as  follows: 
"tree  planting  is  a  great  way,  probably  the  best  way  to  absorb  stormwater."  Upon  motion 
by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  May  26,  2006  meeting 
minutes  were  approved  with  the  addition  (Absent:  Members  Cohen,  Marks  and 

Sacamano)  Explanatory  Document:  http://sfqov.orq/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=40424. 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Tree  Disclosure  Process  for  Street,  Significant  and  Landmark  Trees. 
Representatives  from  the  Planning  Department,  Department  of  Building  Inspection  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  explained  the  requirements  for  development  or  construction 
on  property  with  protected  street,  significant  and/or  landmark  trees. 

Sponsor:  AnMarie  Rodgers 
Presenters:  Representatives  from  Building  Inspection  &  Planning  Departments 

Member  Rodgers  reported  on  Planning  Department  tree  disclosure  and  protection 
guidelines  during  and  subsequent  to  permit  review  and  distributed  forms  and  instructions 
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http://web1  sfqovorqysite/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/T  reeDisclosureProtectionforms.pdf 

that  were  developed  in  coordination  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
Department  of  Building  Inspection  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  in  order  to  ensure  that 
legislation  governing  the  protection  of  trees  is  implemented.  Forms  described  included: 

■  Planning  Department  Director's  Bulletin  No.  2006-01  providing  the  guidelines  for 
the  Planning  Department  to  follow  for  implementation  of  the  tree  protection 
legislation; 

■  Planning  Department  Tree  Disclosure  Statement  that  must  accompany  building 
permit  applications  for  specific  types  of  work  as  indicated  on  the  form; 

■  Planning  Department  Application  Completeness  Matrix  and  Control  Sheet. 

Ms.  Carla  Johnson,  Acting  Deputy  Director,  Inspection  Services  Program,  Department  of 
Building  Inspection  (DBI)  described  DBI's  role  of  enforcement  and  providing  information. 
Ms.  Johnson  reported  that  (1)  trained  field  inspectors  would  see  the  projects  under 
construction  and  identify  violations/investigate  complaints  after  permits  have  been 
issued  and  disclosure  statements  filed  with  the  Planning  Department,  and  (2)  the 
department  is  working  on  developing  an  informational  pamphlet  for  permit  applicants  to 
be  distributed  at  their  Counter  Services. 

Member  Boss  inquired  as  to  the  complaint  reporting  process  with  DBI.  Ms.  Johnson 
stated  that  complaints  can  be  issued  through  a  phone  call  to  DBI's  Field  Inspection  unit 
at  558-6096  or  by  filing  a  complaint  on  the  DBI  website. 

Member  Costello  inquired  as  to  whether  the  process  is  currently  being  implemented  and 
recommended  adding  the  requirement  for  a  registered  consulting  arborist  in  addition  to  a 
certified  arborist  evaluation  for  protected  trees.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the 
process  has  been  in  effect  since  the  legislation  was  enacted  on  March  1  and  that  the 
Tree  Disclosure  form  has  been  in  place  since  May  5.  Member  Costello  asked  where  the 
arborist's  protection-plan  goes.  Member  Rodgers  reported  the  report  is  attached  to  the 
plans  and  available  to  the  building  inspector  to  make  sure  tree  protections  are  in  place 
during  construction.  Member  Costello  recommended  that  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  review  the  arborist  plan.  Ms.  Johnson  stated  that  trained  field  inspectors  verify 
that  the  proposed  work  matches  what  is  actually  being  done. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  whether  a  tree  is  accorded  landmark  status  by  being 
nominated  and  what  happens  to  the  status  if  it  is  not  approved  upon  a  site  visit.  Member 
Rodgers  stated  that  each  nominated  tree  and  its  status  would  be  recorded  in  the 
Department's  database.  Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  the  tree  could  not  be  re- 
nominated for  another  three  years. 

Member  Sustarich  recommended  creating  a  standardized  protection  plan.  Member 
Rodgers  reported  that  a  standardized  protection  plan  would  be  worked  on  after  the 
process  has  been  evaluated  for  a  length  of  time. 

Member  Marks  discussed  the  use  of  the  term  "protected  tree"  and  recommended  better 
coordination  between  the  departments  when  issuing  permits. 
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Member  Blair  asked  how  DBI  would  handle  protection  of  trees  during  development.  Ms. 
Johnson  stated  that  the  decision  to  maintain  or  remove  a  tree  would  be  made  during  the 
permit  application  process 

Chair  Milne  asked  when  the  public  information  brochure  would  be  available  and 
requested  a  copy  once  available.  Ms.  Johnson  reported  that  the  pamphlet  would  be 
available  in  the  near  future  and  would  send  a  copy  by  email. 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  an  educational  draft  website  that  would  contain 
nomination  and  removal  forms  has  been  created  and  is  pending  final  approval  of  the 
criteria  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Website  will  be  http://www.sfenvironment.com/iandmarktrees. 
Coordinator  Harte  recommended  creating  a  central  online  database  for  landmark  and 
protected  trees  and  offered  the  Department's  assistance  with  this  effort. 

Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  has  an  internal  parcel 
information  database  that  has  a  tree  record  containing  all  of  the  approved  landmark 
trees  and  would  work  on  the  effort  to  make  it  available  to  the  public  online  once 
resources  become  available.  It  was  stated  that  according  to  the  Ordinance,  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  is  charged  with  maintaining  the  official  landmark  book. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Suzanne  Garin,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  inquired  whether  a 
tree  professional  or  property  owner  would  be  responsible  for  penalties  to  a  public  street 
tree.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  adopted  ordinance  places  responsibility  on  the 
property  owner. 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Mayor's  Office  Tree  Budget.  A  representative  for  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  will  outline  the  tree  budget  within  the  general  fund  capital  budget,  which 
includes  money  for  new  trees. 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  reported  that  a  presenter  was  not  available  for  this  meeting  and  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  seems  to  be  the  recipient  of  the  majority  of  the  Mayor's 
Office  funding  for  greening.  A  hard  copy  of  the  budget  and  summary  would  be  provided 
to  the  Council  before  the  next  meeting. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  expressed  his  disappointment  that  a  presenter  from  the  Mayor's 
Office  or  an  appropriate  agency  was  not  available  and  asked  how  the  Council  is  to 
advise  the  Board  of  Supervisors  about  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  Budget  without  being 
advised  what  that  budget  is.  Coordinator  Harte  recommended  that  in  the  future,  the 
Council  should  be  involved  in  influencing  the  budget  process  in  January  and  February 
when  the  process  starts,  and  that  he  would  assure  a  presentation  would  be  scheduled  at 
that  time. 
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6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Pruning  Standards.  Council  members  voted  to 
approve  the  Pruning  Standards.  (Explanatory  document:  Pruning  standards  June  27, 
2006  distributed  in  Council  Meeting 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SFPruninqStds62706.doc.) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Member  Costello  described  revisions  and  input  included  since  the  last  Urban  Forestry 
Council  and  Planning  Committee  meetings.  It  was  reported  that  Member  Sacamano 
would  provide  additional  information  on  utility  pruning  guidelines  that  would  be  reviewed 
once  received.  Coordinator  Harte  discussed  the  training  class  that  would  be  scheduled 
for  all  City  employees/supervisors  that  deal  with  trees. 

Coordinator  Harte  stated  that  the  next  step  would  be  to  draft  a  Resolution  to  send  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  after  approval  by  the  Council. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  June  27,  2006 
Pruning  Standards  were  adopted.  (AYES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Habert,  Nervo, 
Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sustarich,  Milne;  ABSENT:  Members  Blair, 
Cohen  and  Sacamano.) 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  asking  for 
clarification  of  their  advisory  role. 

Sponsor:  Larry  Costello 
Presenter:  Larry  Costello 

Member  Costello  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  not  replied  to  the  letter. 
Members  discussed  their  recommendations  on  follow-up  steps  to  take.  Member  Milne 
would  schedule  a  discussion  with  Board  President  Peskin  to  give  him  an  option  of  either 
attending  the  next  Council  meeting  or  to  meet  with  three  members  of  the  Council  to 
discuss  this  issue. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Funding  Committee  has  not  met  because  of  a  lack 
of  members  and  requested  that  Member  Marks  join  the  Funding  Committee. 
Member  Marks  reported  that  before  accepting  the  appointment,  he  would 
schedule  a  discussion  with  Director  Blumenfeld  on  fundraising  issues. 

A  discussion  was  held  on  the  current  Funding  Committee  membership  of 
Members  Miller,  Milne  and  Marks  not  constituting  a  full  Committee,  as  five 
members  are  required.  It  was  reported  that  a  meeting  would  be  scheduled  once 
the  Committee  acquired  a  full  membership. 
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•    Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  July  20,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove 
Street. 

Member  Sacamano  was  not  present  to  report.  Coordinator  Harte  reported  that 
the  Planning  Committee  has  one  vacancy.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  expressed  interest 
in  membership. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  Member  Marks  who  is  now  a  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was 
one  of  the  founding  members  of  the  Council,  previously  served  as  a  member,  and 
previously  the  Director  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Coordinator  Harte  and  the  Council  acknowledged 
Member  Costello  for  his  work  on  creating  the  Pruning  Standards. 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT:  The  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  7:15  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/stenvironment_meeting.asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  July  28,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-08-UFC  Resolution  No.  007-06-UFC 

June  27,  2006 

l     [Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco] 

2 

3  Resolution  adopting  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Trees  in  the  City  and  County  of  San 

4  Francisco,  dated  June  27,  2006,  that  apply  to  all  those  working  on  public  trees, 

5  including  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  employees,  private  contractors,  property 

6  owners,  and  residents  (Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees). 

7 


8  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  (UFC)  is  charged  with  developing  best 

9  management  practices  for  public  and  private  trees,  including  for  standards  for  tree 

10  pruning  and  maintenance  (Environment  Code  §§1 206(a)  and  (b)(6));  and 

n  WHEREAS,  In  consultation  with  affected  City  agencies  and  with  input  from 

12  interested  members  of  the  public,  the  UFC  has  developed  Pruning  Standards  for  Public 

13  Trees;  and 

14  WHEREAS,  The  UFC's  evaluation  of  such  practices  included  an  analysis  of  the 

15  projected  costs  for  implementation  of  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees;  and 

16  WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  2006,  the  UFC  unanimously  adopted  the  Pruning 

17  Standards  for  Public  Trees;  and 

18  WHEREAS,  A  copy  of  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees  is  attached;  now, 

19  therefore  be  it 

20  RESOLVED,  That,  pursuant  to  Section  1206(c)  of  the  Environment  Code,  the 

21  UFC  urges  and  encourages  all  City  departments  to  adhere  to  the  Pruning  Standards  for 

22  Public  Trees  ;  and  be  it 

23  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  UFC  asks  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  endorse 

24  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees;  to  join  the  UFC  in  urging  all  City  departments  to 

25  adhere  to  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees;  and  to  further  urge  and  encourage 
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1  state  and  federal  agencies  and  private  property  owners  and  tree  care  companies  to 

2  adhere  to  the  Pruning  Standards  for  Public  Trees. 

3 

4  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Regular 

5  Meeting  on  June  27,  2006. 

7  '"^(jyuSc-  ^j/y-jLs  ;  

8  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
9 

10  VOTE:  Adopted  (11-0)  (3  Absent)  (1  Vacant) 

11  Ayes:  Council  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Marks,  Miller,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke, 

12  Rodgers,  and  Sustarich 

13  Noes:  None 

14  Absent:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Sacamano 
15 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  Regular  June  27,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  Regular  June  27,  2006  Meeting) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Trees  and  the  San  Francisco  Capital  Plan.  Mr.  Rosenfield  will  discuss  the 
inclusion  of  trees  as  capital  assets  in  the  City  Capital  Plan. 

Sponsor:  Milton  Marks 
Presenter:  Ben  Rosenfield,  Assistant  City  Administrator 

5.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  Mayor's  Tree  Budget.  A  representative  from  the 
Mayor's  Office  will  outline  the  budget  for  new  trees.  (Explanatory  Document:  Mayor's 
Office  summary  of  tree  budget) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Mayor's  Office  representative 

6.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  Vegetation  Management  in  the  Presidio.  Ms. 
Farrell  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  will  explain 
management  objectives  and  plans  for  the  Western  Bluffs  and  Lands  End  Forest  in  the 
Presidio. 

Sponsor:  Steve  Griswold 
Presenter:  Sharon  Farrell,  Natural  Resources  Project  Manager 

7.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  Council  members  will  discuss  the  possible 
creation  and  structure  for  a  landmark  tree  committee  to  be  established  at  a  future 
meeting  to  evaluate  nominated  trees. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  September  26  at  12:00PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  August  17  at  4:00PM  at  11  Grove  Street. 


10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 


1 1 .  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 


more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotfffisfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

w  w  w .  s  f go  v .  org/e  th  i  c  s . 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's 
webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 
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1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:03  a.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss  (10:09),  Cohen,  Griswold,  Habert, 
Marks,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke  (10:09),  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council 
Member  Costello.  Absent:  Council  Members  Miller  and  Rodgers. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  June  27,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Member  Griswold  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  the  June  27, 
2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss, 
Costello,  Miller,  Quirke,  and  Rodgers).  Explanatory  Document:  June  27,  2006 

Approved  Meeting  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=41 962. 

Item  7  was  heard  before  Items  4-6.  Items  4  and  5  were  heard  together. 


(Explanatory  Documents  Distributed  in  Council  Meeting — Total  Budget-Historical 
Comparison  and  FY  2007  Tree  Planting  Enhancement 

http://web1.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2006/Budqetdocs.pdf) 

4.  DISCUSSION:  Trees  and  the  San  Francisco  Capital  Plan.  Mr.  Rosenfield  will  discuss  the 
inclusion  of  trees  as  capital  assets  in  the  City  Capital  Plan. 

Sponsor:  Milton  Marks 
Presenter:  Ben  Rosenfield,  Assistant  City  Administrator 
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5.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  Mayor's  Tree  Budget.  A  representative  from  the 
Mayor's  Office  will  outline  the  budget  for  new  trees.  (Explanatory  Document:  Mayor's 
Office  summary  of  tree  budget) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Mayor's  Office  representative 

Mr.  Douglas  Legg,  Manager  of  Finance  and  Budget,  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW) 
gave  a  presentation  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Rosenfield,  who  was  not  able  to  attend.  Mr.  Legg 
discussed  the  main  capital  appropriation  for  greening  and  trees  to  DPW's  budget  this 
year  consisting  of  a  major  new  initiative  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  that  will 
be  signed  by  the  Mayor  that  includes  $2,000,000  for  tree  planting  and  establishment.  It 
was  stated  that  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  and  Public  Utilities  Commission's 
operations  budgets  contain  funding  for  tree  planting  in  this  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  Legg  explained  that  the  $2,000,000  allocation  would  include  (1)  $162,000  for  Friends 
of  the  Urban  Forest  to  plant  128  street  trees;  (2)  $1,000,000  for  a  capital  construction 
project  to  plant  approximately  2,000  trees  including  maintenance  for  three  years;  (3) 
$258,000  to  a  non-profit  organization  for  basin  cutting;  (4)  money  for  DPW  to  manage 
the  program;  (5)  adding  staff  to  the  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  to  maintain  and  establish 
1100  trees  that  were  planted  last  year;  and  (6)  $25,000  to  pay  for  DPW's  share  of 
community  benefit  districts.  It  was  also  indicated  that  DPW  received  funding  from  the 
$7,000,000  transportation  reauthorization  bill  for  major  streetscape  projects  in  various 
neighborhoods. 

Member  Blair  expressed  her  concern  with  the  number  of  trees  being  removed  as  a  result 
of  capital  construction.  Member  Sacamano  and  Mr.  Legg  stated  that  there  is  a  tree 
removal  and  hearing  process  for  tree  removal  in  the  public  right  of  way  or  on  DPW  land. 

Member  Marks  asked  (1)  Mr.  Legg  to  provide  the  above  budget  figures  in  writing, 
verifying  the  accuracy  of  the  figures;  (2)  for  an  explanation  of  the  increases  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  budget  from  FY  2004-05  to  2005-06  to  2006-07  as  noted  in  the  "Total  Budget- 
Historical  Comparison"  sheet;  (3)  why  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  planting  costs  were 
higher  than  DPW's  and  young  tree  establishment  from  years  1  to  3  are  almost  equal  as 
noted  in  the  "FY  2007  Tree  Planting  Enhancement"  sheet;  and  (4)  recommended  that 
the  Council  consider  a  Resolution  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  saying  that  the 
City  should  recognize  trees  as  capital  assets  to  qualify  for  bond  and  other  funding. 

Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  planting  cost  figures  were  provided  by  Friends  of  the 
Urban  Forest,  and  that  the  young  tree  establishment  figures  reflect  weekly  watering.  It 
was  indicated  that  the  Urban  Forestry  budget  increases  in  fiscal  years  2005-06  and 
2006-07  reflect  $2,000,000  received  from  the  School  District  to  do  curb  ramps.  It  was 
also  explained  that  the  total  budget  figures  include  education  programs,  mailers,  and 
organizing  in  addition  to  planting  trees. 

Member  Quirke  clarified  that  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest's  $450  planting  per  tree 
figure  is  based  on  24-inch  boxes  for  partnership  plantings  with  DPW  that  are  part  of  the 
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Mayor's  greening  initiative.  It  was  explained  that  the  $162,000  DPW  allocation  to 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  would  pay  for  more  than  128  trees. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  (1)  trees  do  add  capital  value  that  includes  social, 
environmental  and  energy  savings  to  cities  and  the  urban  forest  and  should  be 
considered  a  capital  asset;  (2)  requested  an  explanation  on  the  $1,000,000  capital 
project;  (3)  recommended  establishing  contractor  standards  for  planting  new  trees;  and 
(4)  asked  if  there  was  additional  funding  allocated  for  improvements  to  existing  trees, 
education  and  outreach. 

Mr.  Legg  explained  that  (1)  DPW  is  putting  together  bid  specifications  for  a  single 
contract  to  plant  about  1,000  trees  by  the  end  of  November;  (2)  there  is  no  money  for 
enhancements  for  tree  support  by  arborists;  and  (3)  DPW  has  received  support  for 
young  tree  maintenance,  but  City  budget  allocations  do  not  allow  for  additional 
maintenance.  Member  Sacamano  explained  that  the  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  provides 
existing  education  and  outreach  on  a  daily  basis,  but  the  budget  does  not  provide  for 
new  programs.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Council  provide  education  and  outreach 
and  advocate  for  funding  for  new  programs. 

Member  Quirke  recommended  that  (1)  a  presentation  be  made  to  the  Council  on  the 
concept  initiated  by  the  Director  of  North  East  Trees,  where  standard  accounting 
practices  were  reviewed  and  proposals  developed  in  an  effort  to  establish  trees  as  green 
infrastructure  in  a  capital  asset,  and  (2)  a  comparison  be  made  as  to  budget  funding 
allocated  to  trees  and  how  those  figures  coincide  with  the  objectives  of  the  Urban  Forest 
Plan  and  the  Mayor's  greening  initiatives. 

Chair  Milne  asked  that  a  presentation  be  made  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  on 
proposals  in  the  budget  for  the  next  fiscal  year  at  the  time  the  budgets  are  being 
prepared.  Mr.  Legg  offered  to  make  a  presentation  in  February  and  recommended 
inviting  a  representative  from  the  Mayor's  Office.  It  was  also  requested  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  reach  out  to  policy  makers  to  focus  on  maintenance  of  capital 
investments  and  trees  on  an  ongoing  basis. 

Member  Blair  recommended  starting  a  volunteer  program  to  help  preserve  and  maintain 
mature  trees. 

Member  Marks  (1)  stated  that  one  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Funding  Committee 
objectives  should  be  to  obtain  a  budget  breakdown  of  all  money  allocated  to  City  trees; 
and  (2)  explained  previous  frustration  with  the  Council's  inability  to  influence  the  budget 
for  the  next  year.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  DPW  has  provided  a  breakout  of 
their  tree  budget  every  year. 

Member  Quirke  advised  that  (1)  SF  Connect  is  being  launched  on  Tuesday  by  the 
Mayor's  Office,  part  of  which  is  Green  Connect  to  channel  volunteers  to  give  a  day  or 
more  to  San  Francisco  for  greening  the  City;  and  (2)  budget  questions  be  directed  to  the 
Mayor's  Office  of  Greening. 
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6.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  Vegetation  Management  in  the  Presidio.  Ms. 
Farrell  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  explained 
management  objectives  and  plans  for  the  Western  Bluffs  and  Lands  End  Forest  in  the 
Presidio.  (Explanatory  Documents  distributed  in  Council  meeting:  Presidio  Bluffs  Update 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviron 

and  Lands  End  Update 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmentymeetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/TFFIyerNEW%20landsend.pdf. 

Sponsor:  Steve  Griswold 
Presenter:  Sharon  Farrell,  Natural  Resources  Project  Manager, 

Golden  Gate  National  Parks  Conservancy 

Member  Griswold,  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  representative  on 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council  explained  that  GGNRA  includes  the  Presidio,  the  coastal 
areas  of  the  Presidio,  Lands  End,  Ocean  Beach,  Fort  Funston,  from  Fort  Mason  all  the 
way  around.  The  Presidio  is  in  GGNRA's  jurisdictional  boundary;  however,  the  Presidio 
Trust  manages  the  Presidio. 

Ms.  Farrell  presented  on  two  major  projects  in  the  Presidio  Bluffs  and  Lands  End 
Coastal  Trails  that  will  start  on  August  1 .  It  was  explained  that  the  projects  are  part  of  an 
initiative  called  "Trails  Forever"  that  the  Golden  Gate  National  Parks  Conservancy  in 
partnership  with  the  National  Park  Service  and  Presidio  Trust  are  working  on  in  order  to 
establish  a  world-class  trail  system  and  to  protect  and  improve  the  resources  within  the 
Presidio  Bluffs  and  Lands  End  corridors  the  trails  travel  through. 

Project  objectives  of  the  Lands  End  project  include  infrastructure,  trail,  and  natural  and 
cultural  resource  improvements  and  would  be  scheduled  from  August  1  through  October 
31 .  The  objectives  of  the  Presidio  Bluffs  project  scheduled  over  a  three-year  period 
include  view-shed  enhancement,  habitat  restoration  and  community  stewardship, 
cultural  resources  preservation,  trail  improvements  and  visitor  amenities  improvements. 
It  was  stated  that  the  projects  would  involve  temporary  trail  and  parking  lot  closures  as 
well  as  trail  detours.  Ms.  Farrell  discussed  the  Vegetation  Management  Plan  that 
provides  a  guideline  for  the  management  and  rehabilitation  of  vegetation  communities. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  about  removal  of  trees  and  establishing  a 
different  habitat  when  there  is  such  a  small  urban  forest  and  inquired  about  pilot 
projects.  Ms.  Farrell  described  the  various  pilot  projects  and  studies  that  have  been 
ascertained  on  survivability,  growth  and  vigor  of  the  tree  species  that  will  be  planted  in 
the  project  areas. 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  the  eucalyptus  trees  in  the  Dragon  Fly  Creek  area  in 
the  Presidio  be  incorporated  into  the  natural  area  plantings.  Ms.  Farrell  stated  that 
decisions  are  made  by  examining  the  management  objectives  of  the  natural  areas  zone 
to  see  if  that  action  would  be  consistent  with  the  objectives  as  well  as  researching 
opportunities  for  reforestation  in  other  areas  of  the  landscape. 

Member  Boss  asked  about  the  major  invasive  species  that  would  be  removed  and 
project  budget  for  this  effort.  Ms.  Farrell  discussed  various  problem  species  and  weeds 
that  would  be  removed  or  controlled  that  include  the  Cape  Ivy,  English  and  Algerian 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

July  28,  2006  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  5 


Ivies,  perennial  non-native  grasses,  French  and  Scotch  broom,  pampas  grass,  ice 
plants,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  the  foundation  of  the  work  was  done  through  a 
volunteer  support  effort  and  that  a  budget  could  be  provided  for  further  explanation. 

7.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  Council  members  discussed  the  possible 
creation  and  structure  for  a  landmark  tree  committee  to  be  established  at  a  future 
meeting  to  evaluate  nominated  trees. 

Sponsor:  Carolyn  Blair 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  a  Landmark  Tree  Committee  be  created  in  order  to 
assure  the  right  trees  are  selected.  Coordinator  Harte  announced  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approved  the  Council's  criteria  for  nomination  and  removal  of  landmark 
trees. 

Chair  Milne  suggested  that  (1)  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  consist  of  three  members; 
(2)  the  Planning  Committee  at  their  next  meeting  could  decide  on  the  structure  and 
function  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  and  bring  suggestions  to  the  full  Council  as  an 
action  item  at  their  next  meeting;  and  (3)  the  ten  Landmark  tree  applications  that  have 
been  received  would  be  considered  at  the  next  Council  meeting.  Staff  would  prepare  a 
bylaws  change  amendment  notice  for  the  full  Council's  approval  at  their  September 
meeting.  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  review  tree 
submissions  and  look  at  initiatives  for  program  outreach.  Member  Cohen  suggested  that 
the  members  serving  on  the  Committee  have  term  limits. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Carla  Short  asked  whether  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Landmark  Tree  Program  document  would  be  a  public  document  or  designed  for  the 
Council's  process.  Associate  Ma  advised  that  the  document  would  serve  as  an 
information  document  for  the  public.  Ms.  Short  stated  that  she  would  submit 
suggestions  to  Coordinator  Harte  or  Associate  Ma  to  be  presented  at  a  future  meeting. 
Member  Sacamano  recommended  that  a  meeting  be  arranged  between  DPW,  Associate 
Ma  and  Coordinator  Harte  to  review  the  document. 

Ms.  Short's  suggestions  included  adding  (1)  that  once  a  tree  has  been  nominated,  the 
tree  is  granted  protected  status;  (2)  a  time  limitation  on  when  the  nomination  is  received; 
and  (3)  permits  would  be  required  to  remove  a  tree.  (Explanatory  Document  distributed 
in  Council  Meeting:  Landmark  Tree  Program  Information  and  Nomination  Forms 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/LandmarkTreeProqram 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
Coordinator  Harte  was  not  available  to  discuss  the  Coordinator  Report.  Chair  Milne 
welcomed  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  as  a  new  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  who  will 
participate  in  the  next  Council  meeting.  It  was  requested  that  Council  Members  review 
the  Coordinator's  Report  for  further  information  (Explanatory  Document:  Coordinator's 
Report  July  2006 
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http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q06/7.06%20UFC%20Coordinator°/o20R 
eport.doc. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  September  26  at  12:00PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  Funding  Committee's  membership  consists  of 
Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo  and  himself. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  August  17  at  4:00PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Chair  Sacamano  reported  that  the  Planning  Committee  reviewed  the  tree- 
species  planting  list  produced  by  Mr.  Jeff  Shields,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Intern 
who  surveyed  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest, 
Presidio  Trust,  and  Arborists.  The  list  is  being  reviewed  to  compare  similarities, 
differences,  and  adding  species  and  will  be  scheduled  for  discussion  at  the 
August  17  Planning  Committee  meeting.  Chair  Sacamano  advised  that  the  tree 
species  list  would  be  presented  to  the  full  Council  at  a  future  meeting. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
announced  that  (1)  the  Menlo  Park  coast  live  oak  that  was  planted  500  years  ago  fell; 
and  (2)  an  ad  hoc  subcommittee  met  with  Supervisor  Peskin  about  a  week  ago  to 
discuss  the  communication  issue  between  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council.  It  was  reported  that  advice  was  given  on  how  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  could  be  more  effective  in  dealing  with  the  Board,  City  ordinances,  resolutions, 
and  future  communication.  Supervisor  Peskin  agreed  to  sponsor  a  Resolution 
supporting  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  pruning  standards. 

1 1 .  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  There  was  no  new  business  discussed  at  this  time. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Mr.  Barry  Pearl,  public  citizen,  discussed  the  intentional  removal  of  trees  by  City 
residents  and  urged  the  Council  to  provide  community  public  education,  to  communicate 
with  the  Planning  Department  making  intentional  tree  removal  an  enforcement  priority, 
and  to  work  with  the  architectural  community  to  make  sure  that  trees  that  are  required 
for  new  residential  construction  are  not  intentionally  placed  in  front  of  an  entry  door.  An 
excerpt  from  Feng  Shui  Solutions  by  Kartar  Diamond  regarding  tree  superstitions  was 
read. 
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13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  12:20  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment_meeting. asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  July  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  July  28,  2006  Regular  Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  will  hold  hearings  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Valley  oak  (Quercus  lobata),  2830  25th  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141  -1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

g.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Information  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-g) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte  and  Grace  Ma 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Committee.  The  Council  will  discuss  the 
structure  and  schedule  for  a  landmark  tree  committee  to  evaluate  nominated  trees. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Planning  Committee  recommendations,  UFC  bylaws) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Alexis  Harte.  Council 
members  will  discuss  and  may  vote  on  a  resolution  commending  the  service  and 
accomplishments  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator  Alexis  Harte.  (Explanatory 
document:  Draft  Resolution  and  Commendation  of  Alexis  Harte) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 


8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 


•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  TBA 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Wednesday,  August  30  at  2:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  September  21  at  4:00  PM  at  11  Grove 
Street. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf(o)sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  iVIonica.Fish(£)Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  August  17,  2006 


Helen  Kong 
2  San  Rafael  Way 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127-1949 
415-486-7228  work 
415-235-7123  cell 

July  17,  2006 


Supervisor  Tom  Ammiano  VIA  FACSIMILE  NO.  415-554-5163 

CCSF  Board  of  Supervisors 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:  Supervisor  Ammiano's  nomination  of  my  Valley  oak  tree  located  at 
2810-2830  25th  Street  (block  4265,  lot  008)  for  Landmark  Tree  Status 
under  Section  810  of  the  Public  Works  Code 

Dear  Supervisor  Ammiano: 

This  is  in  response  to  the  letter  of  June  16,  2006,  from  the  Director  of  Public  Works, 
giving  notice  that  you  nominated  my  Valley  oak  tree  at  2810-2830  25th  Street  for 
Landmark  Tree  Status,  pursuant  to  Section  810  of  the  Public  Works  Code. 

I  vehemently  object  to  the  nomination.  I  respectfully  request  that  you  withdraw  the 
nomination.  If  my  tree  is  given  Landmark  Tree  Status,  it  is  a  regulatory  taking  of  my 
private  property  without  just  compensation — a  violation  of  my  Fifth  Amendment  rights, 
applied  to  the  States  through  the  Fourteenth  Amendment.  The  Just  Compensation 
Clause  of  the  Fifth  Amendment  states:  "Nor  shall  private  property  be  taken  for  public 
use,  without  just  compensation."  A  Landmark  Tree  Status  would  have  a  severe, 
detrimental,  financial  impact  on  me.  Such  a  designation  would  make  my  property 
substantially  less  attractive  and  less  valuable,  and  limit  the  property's  potential. 

If  you,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  City,  wish  to  "take"  my  property  in  violation  of  my 
constitutional  rights,  the  City  should  purchase  the  property  from  me  at  fair  market  value. 
Otherwise,  I  would  have  to  consider  filing  an  inverse  condemnation  action  to  seek  just 
compensation. 

In  addition  to  it  being  a  violation  of  my  rights,  you  are  forcing  me  to  maintain  a  hazardous 
condition  on  my  property.  The  oak  tree  is  humongous  and  out  of  place  on  my  private 
property.  The  tree  was  scheduled  for  removal  when  I  received  the  nomination  notice.  I 
was  planning  to  remove  the  tree  in  response  to  a  letter  from  my  insurance  carrier.  The 
insurance  carrier  recently  inspected  the  property  and  notified  me  that  the  tree  was  a 
hazardous  condition  because  the  leaves  and  branches  were  overgrown  and  unsafely 
close  to  the  structures  and  utility  lines — a  fire  hazard.  Also,  the  tree  roots  have  made  a 
concrete  walking  path  a  hazard — the  roots  have  pushed  up  the  concrete  and  made  it 
uneven  and  cracked — a  trip/fall  hazard.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  the  City  would  indemnify 
me  for  any  claims  or  lawsuits  resulting  from  a  trip/fall  accident. 


Supervisor  Tom  Ammiano 
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Finally,  there  is  a  public  park  (bordered  by  25/26/Treat/Harrison)  very  close  to  my 
property  (mine  is  at  25th,  between  Potrero  and  Hampshire)  that  the  public  enjoys.  Here, 
the  public  interest  does  NOT  outweigh  my  financial  and  safety  interests  on  my  private 
property.  My  one  tree  does  not  deprive  the  neighborhood  of  its  enjoyment  of  trees. 

In  summary,  I  request  that  you  withdraw  your  nomination,  as  a  Landmark  Tree  Status 
would  represent  a  regulatory  taking  of  my  property  without  just  compensation.  Forcing 
me  to  keep  the  tree  is  allowing  a  hazardous  condition  to  remain  and  only  worsen. 
Whatever  purported  public  interest  exists  does  NOT  outweigh  my  financial  and  safety 
interests. 

If  you  do  not  withdraw  your  nomination,  I  will  oppose  your  nomination.  If  it  should  pass,  I 
will  seek  every  avenue  of  appeal  and  just  compensation. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Helen  Kong 

Enclosure:  Dept.  of  Public  Works  letter  of  6/16/06 

cc:      Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
City  Hall,  Room  200 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Fax:  415-554-6160 

Fred  Abadi 

Director  of  Public  Works 
City  Hall,  Room  348 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Fax:  415-554-6944 
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As  adopted  on  January  13,  2006 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
BYLAWS 


Article  I  -  Identification 

Section  1:  Name 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  2:  Compliance  with  Applicable  Laws 

The  Council  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Ralph 
M.  Brown  Act  (Cal.  Government  Code  Section  54950  etseq.)  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1  et  seq.)  in  publishing  notices, 
agendas,  and  minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions.  Where  publication  or  posting 
on  a  website  is  required,  the  Council  shall  use  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  website. 

Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 

Section  1 :  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees  by  promoting  a  healthy  and  sustainable  urban  forest  that  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans  while  ensuring  public  health  and  safety  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter 
12  Sec.  1200(b)).  The  Council  will  carry  out  the  duties  specified  in  the  ordinance  so  as  to  protect 
the  community  interest  and  ensure  that  San  Francisco  realizes  the  full  range  of  tree  benefits  into 
the  future  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1200(a)). 


Article  HI  -  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  1 :  Number 

The  Council  membership  consists  of  fifteen  representatives  from  local,  state  and  federal 
agencies,  non-governmental  organizations,  technical  experts  and  the  public.  City  Department 
Heads,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  appoint  council  members  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(a)). 

Section  2:  Term  of  Appointment 

Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if  re- 
appointed by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  by  ordinance.  The  body 
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that  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(b)). 

Section  3 :  Compensation 

Council  members  shall  serve  without  compensation  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code 
Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(g)). 

Section  4:  Purpose  and  Responsibilities 

(1)  Develop,  adopt,  and  update  a  long-term  comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  that  assists  with 
the  formulation  of  legislation  and  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  public  and  private 
trees. 

The  plan  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

a)  An  inventory  of  physical  resources  and  existing  programs. 

b)  The  results  of  an  assessment  of  the  general  public  and  San  Francisco  decision  makers  that 
reflects  opinions  on  the  state  and  future  of  the  urban  forest. 

c)  A  benefit/cost  analysis. 

d)  Recommendations  for  future  policy,  operational  and  legislative  actions. 

e)  Best  Management  Practices 

(2)  Facilitate  coordination  among  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities. 

a)  Advise  the  Mayor,  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban 
forest  concerns. 

b)  Review  project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements 
and  changes  to  the  public  right-of-way  as  they  may  impact  trees.  Based  on  its  review,  the 
Council  shall  make  recommendations  regarding  these  projects  to  the  Planning  Department 
and  other  affected  agencies. 

c)  Notify  and  involve  public  agencies  when  issues  relate  to  trees  on  lands  under  their 
jurisdiction. 

d)  Advise  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities  in  their  efforts  to  incorporate  and 
follow  the  Urban  Forestry  plan  guidelines,  best  management  practices,  and  other  Council 
recommendations  and  policies. 

e)  Facilitate  the  cooperative  interaction  of  tree-related  activities  among  various  City,  State, 
and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  among  businesses,  public  utilities,  non-profit  organizations, 
and  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 

a)  Prepare  or  facilitate  the  plans  and  reports  as  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance. 

i)  The  Council  shall  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  September  1  st  of 
each  year  regarding  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 
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ii)  City  agencies  and  any  non-profit  organizations  that  accept  city  funding  shall  report  to 
the  Council  no  later  than  June  30  of  each  year.  Other  public  entities  also  are  urged  to 
submit  reports  to  the  Council  regarding  the  trees  that  they  manage. 

(4)  Ensure  adherence  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Policies,  Guidelines  or  Standards. 

a)  City  agencies  that  do  not  adhere  to  the  policies,  guidelines,  or  standards  outlined  in  the 
Urban  Forestry  Plan  or  best  management  practices  shall  explain  their  reasoning  at  a  public 
hearing  before  the  Council. 

b)  Enforce  procedures  to  address  the  Council  in  the  public  hearing  process. 

(5)  Foster  Public  Education  and  Outreach 

a)  Encourage  early  and  continuous  public  participation  in  urban  forest  projects  and  programs 
that  includes  consideration  of  neighborhood  interests. 

b)  Provide  at  designated  Council  meetings  for  a  regular  forum  that  follows  an  agenda  of 
scheduled  topics  for  public  discussion  of  urban  forest  issues. 

c)  Serve  as  a  clearinghouse  for  information  related  to  the  urban  forest  through  the  Department 
of  the  Environment. 

(6)  Develop  and  Promote  Best  Management  Practices 

a)  Develop  and  adopt  tree  planting  and  maintenance  standards. 

b)  Establish  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
valuable  trees  on  public  and  private  property.  The  program  shall  propose  administrative 
procedures  and  a  tree  removal  appeal  process  for  landmark/heritage  trees. 

c)  Adopt  guidelines  for  protecting  trees  during  project  design  and  construction. 

(7)  Funding  Assessment 

a)  Identify  funding  and  staffing  needs  and  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs. 

b)  Help  secure  and  encourage  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs. 

c)  Develop  and  adopt  a  city- wide  budget  for  the  health  and  well-being  of  San  Francisco's 
urban  forest. 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused  absence.  If  the 
Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note  that  the  absence  is 
unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is  critical  to  the  Council's 
ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three  (3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council 
or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year,  whether  those  absences  are  excused  or 
unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the  Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority 
to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a  replacement  member. 
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Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 


Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Article  IV  -  Officers 

Section  1 :  Officers 

The  officers  of  the  Council  are  a  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  The  Chair  and  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Council. 

Section  2:  Term  of  Office 

The  term  of  each  office  shall  be  one  year. 

Section  3:  Nomination  and  Election  of  Officers 

A.  Elections  for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each 
year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in 
running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific 
office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

B.  If  the  office  of  the  Chair  is  vacated  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  the  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  as  Chair  until  the  next  regular  meeting.  The  Council  shall  conduct  an  election  for  Chair  at 
the  next  regular  meeting  to  fill  the  vacancy.  If  the  Vice-Chair  is  elected  as  Chair,  there  shall  be 
an  election  for  a  new  Vice-Chair  at  that  meeting.  If  the  office  of  Vice-Chair  is  vacated  before  the 
expiration  of  a  term,  it  shall  remain  vacant  until  the  next  regular  meeting,  at  which  time  an 
election  shall  be  held.  Any  Council  members  nominated  at  a  meeting  at  which  a  special  election 
is  held  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

Section  4:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Chair 

The  Chair  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Chair,  working  with  the 
Council  staff,  shall  oversee  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the  agenda  for  all  Council 
meetings.  The  Chair  shall  be  accountable  to  the  Council  as  a  whole  in  setting  policy  and  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the  Council.  The  Chair  (and/or  his/her 
designee)  shall  serve  as  the  liaison  to  the  media  and  the  other  departments,  agencies  and 
commissions  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  necessary. 

Section  5:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Vice-Chair 

The  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  and  responsibilities  that  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Chair.  In  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chair,  the  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  as 
described  above,  in  Section  4  of  this  article. 
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Article  V  -  Council  Staff 


Section  1 :  Council  Coordinator 

A  coordinator  from  the  Department  of  the  Environment  who  is  hired  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  shall  staff  the  Council.  The  Coordinator  shall  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Coordinator's  responsibilities  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Fundraising; 

(2)  Developing  and  drafting  guidelines  for  adoption; 

(3)  Preparing  staff  and  annual  reports; 

(4)  Coordinating  with  other  agencies;  and 

(5)  Compiling  information  from  local  governmental  agencies  to  track  their  budgets,  and  to 
develop  an  annual  city-wide  tree  management  budget  for  reporting  purposes  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1208(a)). 

Section  2:  Council  Secretary 

The  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  include  a  Council  Secretary,  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  The  Council  Secretary  shall 
attend  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  Under  the  supervision  of  the  Chair,  the  Council  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  the  proper  recording  and  distribution  of  all  Council  actions,  correspondence,  and 
agendas,  and  ensuring  that  the  Council  meetings  are  properly  publicly  noticed  and  held  at 
locations  which  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities. 

Section  3 :  Legal  Advisor 

The  City  Attorney,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  be  the  legal  advisor  to  the  Council.  If  the 
City  Attorney  determines  in  writing  that  he  or  she  cannot,  consistent  with  the  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct,  provide  advice  sought  by  the  Council,  the  City  Attorney  may  recommend 
that  the  Council  retain  outside  counsel. 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 

Section  1 :  Quorum 

At  all  meetings  of  the  Council,  the  presence  of  a  majority  of  membership  shall  constitute 
a  quorum.  The  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  shall  be  required  for  the  approval  of 
any  matter.  Therefore,  based  on  the  original  membership  of  fifteen,  eight  members  constitute  a 
quorum.  Likewise,  eight  affirmative  votes  are  required  for  the  approval  of  any  matter. 

Section  2:  Public  Participation 

The  Council  shall  hold  meetings  open  to  the  public  and  encourage  the  participation  of  interested 
persons.  Each  person  wishing  to  speak  on  an  item  before  the  Council  shall  be  permitted  to  be  heard. 
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The  total  time  for  public  comments  may  be  limited  by  the  Chair  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance.  Each  agenda  for  meetings  shall  provide  an  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  directly  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  to  the  public  that  are  within  the  Council's 
jurisdiction.  The  Public  Comment  opportunity  shall  appear  on  the  agenda  after  "New  Business";  except 
that,  at  the  Chair's  discretion,  the  Public  Comment  can  be  heard  earlier  in  the  agenda. 

Section  3:  Meeting  Minutes 

Minutes  shall  be  taken  at  every  regular  and  special  Council  meeting  and  shall  be 
approved  by  the  majority  vote  of  the  Council. 

Section  4:  Records  Retention 

The  Council  shall  utilize  the  Department  of  Environment's  record  retention  and 
destruction  policy. 

Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th 
Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in 
February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted 
on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 

Section  6:  Notice  of  Meetings 

Notices  and  agendas  of  all  regular  and  special  Council  and  committee  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library  and  mailed  to  each  Council  member  and  any  person 
who  files  a  written  request  for  such  notice  with  the  Council.  Notice  of  regular  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  least  72  hours  before  the  meeting.  Notice  of  special  meetings  shall  be  posted  at  least  24 
hours  before  the  meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  special  meeting  held  at  a  location  other  than  the 
regular  Council  meeting  place,  1 5  days  notice  shall  be  provided. 

Section  7:  Closed  Sessions 

The  Council  is  authorized  to  hold  closed  (non-public)  sessions  at  regular  and  special 
meetings  as  provided  by  law. 

Section  8:  Special  Meetings 

The  Chair  of  the  Council  may  call  special  meetings  to  address  specific  matters.  Such 
special  meetings  shall  be  properly  noticed  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  ordinances. 
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Article  VII  -  Voting 


Section  1 :  Voting  and  Abstention 

Each  member  present  at  a  Council  or  committee  meeting  shall  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  when  a 
question  is  put,  unless  excused  from  voting  by  a  motion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  members  present, 
or  unless  the  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest  which  legally  precludes  participation  in  the  vote. 
Whether  a  Council  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest,  which  precludes  participation  in  a  vote,  is 
determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  in  consultation  with  a  legal  advisor  from 
the  City  Attorney's  office. 

Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  1 ;  Membership  of  Committees 

The  Council  and/or  the  Chair,  at  his  or  her  discretion,  may  establish  committees  to 
perform  tasks  or  functions  as  necessary.  The  Chair  will  appoint  committee  members  and 
committee  chairpersons  for  a  specified  period  of  time. 

Section  2:  Committee  Meetings 

Committees  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws  in  publishing  notices,  agendas,  and 
minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions. 

Section  3 :  Committee  Quorum 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  a  committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  and  (2) 
Funding.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month, 
in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street 
in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of 
January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and  November  at  1 2  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department 
of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco. 
This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Section  5:  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 

The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements  and  changes  of 
the  public  right  of  way  as  they  impact  trees.  The  Committee  shall  examine  and  make  policy 
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recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  other  urban  forest  and  tree  issues.  It  will  make 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  facilitating  an  assessment  (inventory)  of  the  current 
condition  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  navigating  and  overseeing  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Moreover,  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  outline  and  draft  an  overall  plan  for  the  health  and  well 
being  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  within  one  year  of  the  committee's  creation,  for  approval 
and  adoption  by  the  full  Council.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  review  the  Urban 
Forestry  Plan  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to 
the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  6:  The  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on  funding 
opportunities  and  staffing  needs,  on  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs  and  on  securing  and 
encouraging  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs.  The  committee  will  also 
review  urban  forestry  program  budget  priorities  and  make  recommendations  about  Urban 
Forestry  funding  requirements  to  the  full  Council;  investigate  and  pursue  funding  options  for 
various  urban  forestry  activities;  and  determine  whether  there  are  opportunities  to  improve 
efficiency  and  eliminate  possible  redundancies  among  managing  agencies  through  citywide 
coordination  of  tree  operations.  Moreover,  the  Funding  Committee  will  develop  a  citywide 
budget  for  the  health  and  well  being  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  within  six  months  of  the 
committee's  creation,  for  approval  and  adoption  by  the  Full  Council.  The  Funding  Committee 
will  review  the  Urban  Forest  Budget  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter,  and  will  make 
recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  of  the  Council  or  the  committee  Chair,  and  except  where  the 
Charter  or  other  rules  provide  to  the  contrary,  meetings  shall  be  governed  by  Robert's  Rules  of  Order. 


Article  X  -  Codes  of  Ethics 

In  accepting  the  Oath  of  Office,  Council  members  shall  maintain  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  They  shall  support  the  mission,  goals  and  objectives  of  the  San 
Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council;  instill  in  the  public  a  sense  of  confidence  about  the  Councils'  conduct 
and  intentions;  uphold  all  laws  and  regulations;  refrain  from  using  their  official  positions  to  secure 
special  advantage  or  benefit  for  themselves  or  others. 

In  order  to  set  the  highest  standards  of  conduct,  and  in  order  to  assure  public  confidence 
in  the  Council's  operations,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  commits  itself  to: 

*  Encouraging  and  promoting  integrity  in  government  by  education  and  example; 

*  Being  accountable  for  its  rules  of  procedure  and  decisions,  and  promoting  accountability 
of  all  members  of  the  Council  and  Department  staff; 
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*  Treating  all  Department  staff,  members  of  the  public,  and  colleagues  with  courtesy, 
respect,  objectivity,  and  fairness; 

*  Conducting  all  Council  business  in  a  timely  manner  and  in  public  meetings,  with  full 
disclosure  of  policies,  procedures,  and  decision-making  processes,  except  for  those  matters 
authorized  under  the  Brown  Act  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  to  be  considered  in 
closed  session;  and 

*  Reviewing  its  actions,  recommendations,  and  procedures  periodically  to  determine 
whether  the  Council  has  adhered  to  its  Code  of  Ethics  and  mission  in  all  respects. 

Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 

These  bylaws  shall  be  reviewed  as  necessary  and  may  be  amended  at  any  meeting  of  the 
Council  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Council,  provided  such  proposed  amendments  are  circulated  in 
writing  to  all  Council  members  and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such 
meeting. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

DRAFT  MINUTES 

Tuesday,  August  22,  2006,  5:30  p.m. 


1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:39  p.m.  PUBLIC  LlBRAR 

8.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Rodgers  (6:20  p.m.),  and  Sherk.  Excused:  Council  Members 
Marks,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.  Deputy  City  Attorney  John  Malamut 
was  introduced  and  provided  counsel  for  the  landmark  tree  nomination  process. 

9.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  July  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  July  28, 
2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Marks, 
Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.)  Explanatory  Document:  July  28, 

2006  Approved  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironrnent  paqe.asp?id=44083. 

10.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  held  a  hearing  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Valley  oak  (Quercus  lobata),  2830  25th  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141 -11 45  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

g.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Information  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-g  and  sample 
Resolutions  endorsing  and  rejecting  trees  for  landmark  status 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/lnformationonLandmarktreenomm 
ons.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte  and  Grace  Ma 

Chair  Milne  discussed  the  process  for  nomination  and  recommendation  of  trees  for 
landmark  tree  status,  which  includes  holding  a  hearing;  nominator,  staff,  property  owner 
and/or  property  owner  representative  reports;  public  testimony  in  support  and/or  not  in 
support;  and  Council  vote  to  adopt  or  not  adopt  for  landmark  tree  designation.  The 
Council's  report  will  then  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  consideration. 

Valley  Oak  Tree  -  2830  25th  Street 

Staff  Report 

Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  discussed  the  landmark  tree  nomination 
form,  parcel  map,  and  pictures  submitted  by  Supervisor  Ammiano's  office  noting 
qualifying  criteria  for  landmark  tree  status.  A  staff  report  was  given  and  discussion  held 
on  staff's  observations  on  the  health  and  structure  of  the  tree  and  qualifying  criteria. 

Property  Owner  Comments 

Ms.  Helen  Kong,  property  owner  spoke  in  objection  to  the  nomination  on  the  basis  of  it 
being  unconstitutional  and  with  no  due  process,  citing  Ordinance  810.B2  that  states  that 
the  content  of  the  nomination  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination  and  810. B3 
which  requires  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  hold  a  meeting  60  days  after  the  receipt  of 
a  completed  nomination  request.  Ms.  Kong  advised  that  the  notice  she  had  received 
from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  was  vague  and 
ambiguous,  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  to  have  held  a  hearing  before  August 
15  as  the  nomination  request  was  dated  June  16.  Ms.  Kong  stated  reasons  for  her 
objection  to  the  nomination,  noting  hazard,  safety,  and  financial  concerns  and 
recommended  that  the  tree  be  moved  to  another  location.  It  was  requested  that  Member 
Blair  be  recused  from  voting,  as  she  was  involved  in  the  nomination. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  (1)  there  is  no  constitutional  claim  of  taking 
because  the  City  is  furthering  the  regulatory  program  that  it  has  and  giving  the  tree 
landmark  status  does  not  preclude  development  on  the  property  or  take  away  a  property 
right;  and  (2)  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  394-06  lines  18-21  describes  criteria  for 
landmark  tree  status  adopted  on  June  29,  2006,  which  is  the  date  to  count  the  60  days 
allowed  to  hold  a  public  hearing. 
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Public  Comment  Not  in  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Mr.  Milan  Krajci,  Real  Estate  Broker,  stated  that  the  tree  is  taking  up  the  entire  free 
space  of  the  parcel,  too  large  for  the  property,  a  hazard  tree,  and  has  a  significant 
negative  impact  on  the  property  value. 

Mr.  Richard  Ingraham  stated  that  valley  oak  trees  should  not  be  planted  near  a  house 
noting  that  the  tree  extends  over  a  two-story  building  and  would  cause  future  problems. 

Public  Comment  In  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Ms.  Theresa  Gee,  lives  in  the  unit  directly  behind  the  tree,  discussed  her  opposition  for 
the  liability,  safety  and  hazard  issues  the  property  owner  noted  and  presented  qualifying 
statements.  Ms.  Gee  noted  the  beauty,  public  appreciation,  and  significance  of  the  tree. 

Mr.  Andy  Saunders  presented  alternative  methods  to  address  safety  concerns  and  root 
issues  and  urged  the  Council  to  support  landmark  status. 

Mr.  Kenneth  Quinn,  neighbor  and  artist,  discussed  low  growth  of  the  tree  after  30  years 
and  stated  that  the  tree  is  an  inspiration  to  the  property,  not  a  detriment. 

Owner's  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Kong  rebutted  comments  by  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  and  neighbors  noting  a 
violation  of  her  fifth  amendment  rights  and  opposing  neighbor  comments  regarding 
broker's  qualifications  and  care  of  the  property  garden.  The  Council  and  Ms.  Kong 
discussed  Ms.  Kong's  insurance  company  report  noting  the  tree's  proximity  to  the 
property  line  and  general  hazards. 

Council  and  Deputy  City  Attorney  Discussion 

Council  Members  discussed  qualifying  criteria  and  methods  for  addressing  potential 
hazards  and  the  potential  for  the  City  to  intervene  in  addressing  landowner  problems  and 
providing  financial  incentives.  The  Council's  approach  to  take  in  determining  landmark 
status  was  considered. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Ordinance  was  adopted  without  inclusion  of 
recommended  financial  incentives,  but  future  recommendations  can  be  made  to  amend 
the  ordinance  to  include  financial  incentives. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  stated  that  the  regulatory  process  itself  does  not 
constitute  a  taking  of  property  and  discussed  the  process  for  removal  of  a  designated 
tree.  It  was  indicated  that  there  is  no  city,  state,  or  federal  law  requiring  a  certain  amount 
of  open  space  between  a  tree  and  property  line.  Also  noted  was  that  financial  matters 
are  not  criteria  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted,  but  it  was  advised  that  the  Council 
could  deliberate  on  their  own  observations  when  making  decisions.  It  was  advised  that 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  required  to  forward  their  recommendations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  within  90  days  of  the  nomination  and  failure  to  do  so  would  be  considered 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

August  22,  2006  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  4 


deemed  approved  without  findings.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  indicated  that  there  is 
not  an  issue  of  a  Council  Member  having  a  role  in  the  process  in  their  capacity  as  a 
private  citizen,  non-profit,  or  other  group. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Council 
recommended  landmark  designation  for  the  Valley  Oak  (Quercus  lobata)  at  2830  25th 
Street  with  findings  that  include: 

■  Rare  species  in  San  Francisco 

■  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age  of  200  years 

■  Great  neighborhood  appreciation 

■  Adds  tremendously  to  the  neighborhood  character 

■  Extends  between  several  properties  and  enjoyed  by  many  people 

■  Visually  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way 

■  Important  to  wildlife  habitat 

■  Prominent  landscape  feature  that  contributes  to  our  Urban  Forest 
Resolution  009-06-UFC: 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res009-06-UFC2830.25thSt.PDF 

VOTE:  Adopted  (10-0);  Absent  (5) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Sherk 
and  Rodgers 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Members  Nervo,  Marks,  Quirke,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich 

1141  -  1145  Filbert  Street  Monterey  Cypress  and  Blackwood  Acacia  Trees 

Staff  Report 

Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  presented  Supervisor  Peskin's  office  letter, 
Resolution,  and  nomination  forms  in  support  of  landmark  status  of  the  trees.  Evaluation 
criteria  and  photos  describing  all  of  the  six  tree's  condition  and  health  and  structure  were 
shown  and  discussed. 

Explanatory  Documents  distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Arborist's  Report  (PDF) 

http://\veb  1  ■sfgov.or.g/sitc/uploadedfiles/stcnvironment/nicetings/ufc/siipportin 

Supervisor  Peskin's  office  Support  Correspondence  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SupervisorPeskinsCorresRecinMtqp 
df 

Property  Buyer  Representative's/Current  Owner's  Comments 

Mr.  Charlie  Barnett,  representing  the  buyers  of  the  property,  read  a  letter  on  their  behalf 
citing  potential  hazards  of  two  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  trees  and  buyers'  opposition  to 
the  Blackwood  acacia  tree  nominations. 
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Mr.  Douglas  Dowd,  current  owner  described  the  expense  in  maintaining  the  trees  and 
expressed  that  landmarking  should  be  up  to  the  owner  and  the  City;  but  if  the  City 
landmarks  the  property,  it  should  take  responsibility  for  keeping  the  trees  in  condition. 
Also  discussed  was  the  neighbor's  petition  to  landmark  the  tree  and  possible  motives  for 
doing  so. 

Arborist  Comments 

Mr.  Ted  Kipping,  Arborist  stated  that  there  are  six  nominated  trees  and  that  one  of  the 
Monterey  Cypress  trees  is  actually  two  trees,  so  there  are  seven  trees  to  consider. 
A  discussion  was  held  on  hazards  associated  with  two  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  trees  as 
indicated  in  the  Arborist  Report  (Trees  1  and  1  A). 

Public  Comment  in  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Mr.  Paul  Mills,  neighbor,  showed  pictures  of  the  trees  stressing  their  significance,  beauty 
and  canopy  for  wildlife,  and  expressed  concern  with  the  Arborist's  Report. 

Mr.  Kurt  King,  neighbor  stated  that  their  district  has  the  fewest  trees  in  the  City  (19 
residents  per  tree)  and  has  the  fewest  number  of  trees  per  street  mile  (66  per  mile),  and 
that  these  trees  are  distinctive  because  of  their  viewability  for  miles.  The  process  of 
acquiring  a  permit  for  problem  trees  was  discussed. 

Owner's  Rebuttal 

Mr.  Charles  Dowd  expressed  concern  regarding  the  Arborist's  Report  on  the  hazards  of 
the  two  Monterey  Cypress  trees  and  discussed  possible  motives  for  the  neighbor's 
support  for  landmarking  the  trees. 

Council  Discussion/Vote 

The  Council  heid  a  discussion  on  the  hazards  of  Trees  1  and  1A  as  indicated  by  the 
Arborist  and  whether  pruning  would  make  the  tree  less  hazardous.  Mr.  Kipping  stated 
that  pruning  would  not  solve  the  problem.  Topics  discussed  included  consideration  of  the 
trees  as  a  grove  versus  the  significance  of  one  tree.  Member  Costello  expressed  his 
concern  for  landmarking  Blackwood  acacias  and  Member  Cohen  encouraged  the 
Council  to  not  consider  the  species  of  the  tree,  but  to  consider  the  trees  as  a  group  and 
for  their  locale. 

(Member  Miller  left  the  meeting  at  8:35  p.m.) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  Monterey  Cypress 
(Cupressus  macrocarpa)  and  Blackwood  acacias  (Acacia  melanoxylon)  (Tree  Nos.  2-6 
as  indicated  in  the  Arborist's  Report)  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street  (excluding  Trees  1  and 
1 A  as  indicated  in  the  Arborist's  Report)  were  proposed  for  nomination  for  landmark 
status  with  findings  that  include: 
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■  Historical  association  of  the  trees  being  planted  after  the  1906  earthquake 

■  Neighborhood  appreciation 

■  Planting  defines  neighborhood  character  in  a  low  tree  density  area 

■  Important  wildlife  habitat 


VOTE:  Not  adopted  for  Landmark  status  (5-4)  Absent  (6) 

AYES:  Members  Milne,  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 


Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Monterey  Cypress 
(Cupressus  macrocarpa)  Tree  1  was  nominated  for  landmark  status. 


VOTE:  Not  adopted  for  Landmark  status  (3-6)  Absent  (6) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 


Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  the  opportunity  before  the  Council  is  to 
approve  the  recommendation  and  bring  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  reject  it  in  which 
case  the  tree  no  longer  has  temporary  status  as  a  landmark  tree.  In  that  case,  the 
Board  would  not  consider  it  as  a  landmark.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  takes  no  action 
within  90  days,  the  decision  for  nomination  is  deemed  approved  by  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council,  but  there  will  be  no  written  findings.  The  Board  can  then  consider  the 
nomination  and  the  trees  will  have  temporary  landmark  tree  protection  during  that  time. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  the  previous  Motions  failed  and  additional 
motions  can  be  made. 


Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Sherk  continuation  of  this  item  to 
the  next  Council  meeting  did  not  pass. 


VOTE:  Motion  to  Continue  Failed  (3-6) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 
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Item  6  was  heard  before  Item  5. 

(Member  Sherk  left  the  meeting  at  9:05  p.m.) 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Committee.  The  Council  discussed  the 
structure  and  schedule  for  a  landmark  tree  committee  to  evaluate  nominated  trees. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Planning  Committee  recommendations 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploaded11les/sfenvironment/meetinqs/u^ 

mte.PDF.  UFC  bylaws 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/AmendedUFCbvlawsfi 
1306.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  have  five  members 
and  would  serve  one-year  terms,  with  the  membership  changing  after  one  year. 
Committee  members  would  conduct  individual  site  visits  and  complete  evaluation  forms 
and  would  meet  to  go  over  nominations.  The  Committee  would  prepare  a  written 
summary  and  make  a  verbal  report  to  the  Council.  It  was  reported  that  the  Deputy  City 
Attorney  advised  that  public  members  could  be  members  but  there  would  be  rules  to 
follow.  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  the  testimony  and  hearing  be  heard  at  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

This  item  will  be  heard  at  the  next  full  Council  meeting  and  a  Bylaws  change  would  be 
proposed  to  add  the  Committee. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Alexis  Harte.  Council 
members  discussed  and  voted  on  a  resolution  commending  the  service  and 
accomplishments  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator  Alexis  Harte.  (Explanatory 
document:     Adopted     Resolution     of     Commendation     for     Alexis  Harte 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res2006-09- 
UFCResolutionCommendationAlexisHarte.doc) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  this  would  be  Coordinator  Harte's  last  meeting  with  the  full 
Council,  commended  his  work,  and  read  the  Commendation  Resolution.  The  Resolution 
of  Commendation  was  adopted  without  objection  (AYES:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers)  (Absent:  Members  Nervo,  Marks, 
Miller,  Quirke,  Sherk,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.) 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
Coordinator  Harte  was  not  available  to  discuss  the  Coordinator  Report.  Chair  Milne 
welcomed  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  as  a  new  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  who  will 
participate  in  the  next  Council  meeting.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  Council  Members 
review  the  Coordinator's  Report  for  further  information  (Explanatory  Document: 
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Coordinator's  Report  August  2006  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/082206UFCCoordinatorReport.doc). 

Items  8-10  were  continued  to  the  next  meeting. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  TBA.  Next  meeting  to  be  announced. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  September  21  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove 
Street. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  9:25  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfen  vironment  meeting. asp?id^  1581 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fishffi Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:39  p.m. 

8.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Rodgers  (6:20  p.m.),  and  Sherk.  Excused:  Council  Members 
Marks,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.  Deputy  City  Attorney  John  Malamut 
was  introduced  and  provided  counsel  for  the  landmark  tree  nomination  process. 


9.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  July  28,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  July  28, 
2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Marks, 
Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.)  Explanatory  Document:  July  28, 

2006  Approved  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=44083. 


10.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  held  a  hearing  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Valley  oak  (Quercus  lobata),  2830  25th  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

g.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

August  22,  2006  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  2 


At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Information  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-g  and  sample 
Resolutions  endorsing  and  rejecting  trees  for  landmark  status 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/lnformationonLandm 
ons.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte  and  Grace  Ma 

Chair  Milne  discussed  the  process  for  nomination  and  recommendation  of  trees  for 
landmark  tree  status,  which  includes  holding  a  hearing;  nominator,  staff,  property  owner 
and/or  property  owner  representative  reports;  public  testimony  in  support  and/or  not  in 
support;  and  Council  vote  to  adopt  or  not  adopt  for  landmark  tree  designation.  The 
Council's  report  will  then  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  consideration. 

Valley  Oak  Tree  -  2830  25th  Street 

Staff  Report 

Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  discussed  the  landmark  tree  nomination 
form,  parcel  map,  and  pictures  submitted  by  Supervisor  Ammiano's  office  noting 
qualifying  criteria  for  landmark  tree  status.  A  staff  report  was  given  and  discussion  held 
on  staff's  observations  on  the  health  and  structure  of  the  tree  and  qualifying  criteria. 

Property  Owner  Comments 

Ms.  Helen  Kong,  property  owner  spoke  in  objection  to  the  nomination  on  the  basis  of  it 
being  unconstitutional  and  with  no  due  process,  citing  Ordinance  810.B2  that  states  that 
the  content  of  the  nomination  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination  and  810.B3 
which  requires  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  hold  a  meeting  60  days  after  the  receipt  of 
a  completed  nomination  request.  Ms.  Kong  advised  that  the  notice  she  had  received 
from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  was  vague  and 
ambiguous,  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  to  have  held  a  hearing  before  August 
15  as  the  nomination  request  was  dated  June  16.  Ms.  Kong  stated  reasons  for  her 
objection  to  the  nomination,  noting  hazard,  safety,  and  financial  concerns  and 
recommended  that  the  tree  be  moved  to  another  location.  It  was  requested  that  Member 
Blair  be  recused  from  voting,  as  she  was  involved  in  the  nomination. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  (1)  there  is  no  constitutional  claim  of  taking 
because  the  City  is  furthering  the  regulatory  program  that  it  has  and  giving  the  tree 
landmark  status  does  not  preclude  development  on  the  property  or  take  away  a  property 
right;  and  (2)  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  394-06  lines  18-21  describes  criteria  for 
landmark  tree  status  adopted  on  June  29,  2006,  which  is  the  date  to  count  the  60  days 
allowed  to  hold  a  public  hearing. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

August  22,  2006  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  3 


Public  Comment  Not  in  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Mr.  Milan  Krajci,  Real  Estate  Broker,  stated  that  the  tree  is  taking  up  the  entire  free 
space  of  the  parcel,  too  large  for  the  property,  a  hazard  tree,  and  has  a  significant 
negative  impact  on  the  property  value. 

Mr.  Richard  Ingraham  stated  that  valley  oak  trees  should  not  be  planted  near  a  house 
noting  that  the  tree  extends  over  a  two-story  building  and  would  cause  future  problems. 

Public  Comment  In  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Ms.  Theresa  Gee,  lives  in  the  unit  directly  behind  the  tree,  discussed  her  opposition  for 
the  liability,  safety  and  hazard  issues  the  property  owner  noted  and  presented  qualifying 
statements.  Ms.  Gee  noted  the  beauty,  public  appreciation,  and  significance  of  the  tree. 

Mr.  Andy  Saunders  presented  alternative  methods  to  address  safety  concerns  and  root 
issues  and  urged  the  Council  to  support  landmark  status. 

Mr.  Kenneth  Quinn,  neighbor  and  artist,  discussed  low  growth  of  the  tree  after  30  years 
and  stated  that  the  tree  is  an  inspiration  to  the  property,  not  a  detriment. 

Owner's  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Kong  rebutted  comments  by  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  and  neighbors  noting  a 
violation  of  her  fifth  amendment  rights  and  opposing  neighbor  comments  regarding 
broker's  qualifications  and  care  of  the  property  garden.  The  Council  and  Ms.  Kong 
discussed  Ms.  Kong's  insurance  company  report  noting  the  tree's  proximity  to  the 
property  line  and  general  hazards. 

Council  and  Deputy  City  Attorney  Discussion 

Council  Members  discussed  qualifying  criteria  and  methods  for  addressing  potential 
hazards  and  the  potential  for  the  City  to  intervene  in  addressing  landowner  problems  and 
providing  financial  incentives.  The  Council's  approach  to  take  in  determining  landmark  . 
status  was  considered. 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Ordinance  was  adopted  without  inclusion  of 
recommended  financial  incentives,  but  future  recommendations  can  be  made  to  amend 
the  ordinance  to  include  financial  incentives. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  stated  that  the  regulatory  process  itself  does  not 
constitute  a  taking  of  property  and  discussed  the  process  for  removal  of  a  designated 
tree.  It  was  indicated  that  there  is  no  city,  state,  or  federal  law  requiring  a  certain  amount 
of  open  space  between  a  tree  and  property  line.  Also  noted  was  that  financial  matters 
are  not  criteria  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted,  but  it  was  advised  that  the  Council 
could  deliberate  on  their  own  observations  when  making  decisions.  It  was  advised  that 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  required  to  forward  their  recommendations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  within  90  days  of  the  nomination  and  failure  to  do  so  would  be  considered 
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deemed  approved  without  findings.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  indicated  that  there  is 
not  an  issue  of  a  Council  Member  having  a  role  in  the  process  in  their  capacity  as  a 
private  citizen,  non-profit,  or  other  group. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Council 
recommended  landmark  designation  for  the  Valley  Oak  (Quercus  lobata)  at  2830  25th 
Street  with  findings  that  include: 

■  Rare  species  in  San  Francisco 

■  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age  of  200  years 

■  Great  neighborhood  appreciation 

■  Adds  tremendously  to  the  neighborhood  character 

■  Extends  between  several  properties  and  enjoyed  by  many  people 

■  Visually  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way 

■  Important  to  wildlife  habitat 

■  Prominent  landscape  feature  that  contributes  to  our  Urban  Forest 
Resolution  009-06-UFC: 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ResQ09-06-UFC2830.25thSt.PDF 

VOTE:  Adopted  (10-0);  Absent  (5) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne,  Sherk 
and  Rodgers 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Members  Nervo,  Marks,  Quirke,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich 
1141-1145  Filbert  Street  Monterey  Cypress  and  Blackwood  Acacia  Trees 
Staff  Report 

Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  presented  Supervisor  Peskin's  office  letter, 
Resolution,  and  nomination  forms  in  support  of  landmark  status  of  the  trees.  Evaluation 
criteria  and  photos  describing  all  of  the  six  tree's  condition  and  health  and  structure  were 
shown  and  discussed. 

Explanatory  Documents  distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  Arborist's  Report  (PDF) 

http://webl  .sfgov.or^.site/iiploadedfiles/sfenvirom 

Supervisor  Peskin's  office  Support  Correspondence  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/SupervisorPeskinsCorresRecinMtq.p 
df 

Property  Buyer  Representative's/Current  Owner's  Comments 

Mr.  Charlie  Barnett,  representing  the  buyers  of  the  property,  read  a  letter  on  their  behalf 
citing  potential  hazards  of  two  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  trees  and  buyers'  opposition  to 
the  Blackwood  acacia  tree  nominations. 
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Mr.  Douglas  Dowd,  current  owner  described  the  expense  in  maintaining  the  trees  and 
expressed  that  landmarking  should  be  up  to  the  owner  and  the  City;  but  if  the  City 
landmarks  the  property,  it  should  take  responsibility  for  keeping  the  trees  in  condition. 
Also  discussed  was  the  neighbor's  petition  to  landmark  the  tree  and  possible  motives  for 
doing  so. 

Arborist  Comments 

Mr.  Ted  Kipping,  Arborist  stated  that  there  are  six  nominated  trees  and  that  one  of  the 
Monterey  Cypress  trees  is  actually  two  trees,  so  there  are  seven  trees  to  consider. 
A  discussion  was  held  on  hazards  associated  with  two  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  trees  as 
indicated  in  the  Arborist  Report  (Trees  1  and  1A). 

Public  Comment  in  Support  of  Landmark  Status 

Mr.  Paul  Mills,  neighbor,  showed  pictures  of  the  trees  stressing  their  significance,  beauty 
and  canopy  for  wildlife,  and  expressed  concern  with  the  Arborist's  Report. 

Mr.  Kurt  King,  neighbor  stated  that  their  district  has  the  fewest  trees  in  the  City  (19 
residents  per  tree)  and  has  the  fewest  number  of  trees  per  street  mile  (66  per  mile),  and 
that  these  trees  are  distinctive  because  of  their  viewability  for  miles.  The  process  of 
acquiring  a  permit  for  problem  trees  was  discussed. 

Owner's  Rebuttal 

Mr.  Charles  Dowd  expressed  concern  regarding  the  Arborist's  Report  on  the  hazards  of 
the  two  Monterey  Cypress  trees  and  discussed  possible  motives  for  the  neighbor's 
support  for  landmarking  the  trees. 

Council  Discussion/Vote 

The  Council  held  a  discussion  on  the  hazards  of  Trees  1  and  1A  as  indicated  by  the 
Arborist  and  whether  pruning  would  make  the  tree  less  hazardous.  Mr.  Kipping  stated 
that  pruning  would  not  solve  the  problem.  Topics  discussed  included  consideration  of  the 
trees  as  a  grove  versus  the  significance  of  one  tree.  Member  Costello  expressed  his 
concern  for  landmarking  Blackwood  acacias  and  Member  Cohen  encouraged  the 
Council  to  not  consider  the  species  of  the  tree,  but  to  consider  the  trees  as  a  group  and 
for  their  locale. 

(Member  Miller  left  the  meeting  at  8:35  p.m.) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  Monterey  Cypress 
(Cupressus  macrocarpa)  and  Blackwood  acacias  (Acacia  melanoxylon)  (Tree  Nos.  2-6 
as  indicated  in  the  Arborist's  Report)  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street  (excluding  Trees  1  and 
1 A  as  indicated  in  the  Arborist's  Report)  were  proposed  for  nomination  for  landmark 
status  with  findings  that  include: 
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■  Historical  association  of  the  trees  being  planted  after  the  1906  earthquake 

■  Neighborhood  appreciation 

■  Planting  defines  neighborhood  character  in  a  low  tree  density  area 

■  Important  wildlife  habitat 


VOTE:  Not  adopted  for  Landmark  status  (5-4)  Absent  (6) 

AYES:  Members  Milne,  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Monterey  Cypress 
(Cupressus  macrocarpa)  Tree  1  was  nominated  for  landmark  status. 

VOTE:  Not  adopted  for  Landmark  status  (3-6)  Absent  (6) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 


Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  the  opportunity  before  the  Council  is  to 
approve  the  recommendation  and  bring  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  reject  it  in  which 
case  the  tree  no  longer  has  temporary  status  as  a  landmark  tree.  In  that  case,  the 
Board  would  not  consider  it  as  a  landmark.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  takes  no  action 
within  90  days,  the  decision  for  nomination  is  deemed  approved  by  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council,  but  there  will  be  no  written  findings.  The  Board  can  then  consider  the 
nomination  and  the  trees  will  have  temporary  landmark  tree  protection  during  that  time. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut  advised  that  the  previous  Motions  failed  and  additional 
motions  can  be  made. 


Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Sherk  continuation  of  this  item  to 
the  next  Council  meeting  did  not  pass. 


VOTE:  Motion  to  Continue  Failed  (3-6) 

AYES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen  and  Sherk 

NOES:  Members  Boss,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers 

ABSENT:  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 
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Item  6  was  heard  before  Item  5. 

(Member  Sherk  left  the  meeting  at  9:05  p.m.) 

5.  DISCUSSION:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Committee.  The  Council  discussed  the 
structure  and  schedule  for  a  landmark  tree  committee  to  evaluate  nominated  trees. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Planning  Committee  recommendations 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^ 

mte.PDF.  UFC  bylaws 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/AmendedUFCbvlawsfinalAd 
1306.doc) 

Sponsor:  Alexis  Harte 
Presenter:  Alexis  Harte 

Coordinator  Harte  advised  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  have  five  members 
and  would  serve  one-year  terms,  with  the  membership  changing  after  one  year. 
Committee  members  would  conduct  individual  site  visits  and  complete  evaluation  forms 
and  would  meet  to  go  over  nominations.  The  Committee  would  prepare  a  written 
summary  and  make  a  verbal  report  to  the  Council.  It  was  reported  that  the  Deputy  City 
Attorney  advised  that  public  members  could  be  members  but  there  would  be  rules  to 
follow.  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  the  testimony  and  hearing  be  heard  at  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

This  item  will  be  heard  at  the  next  full  Council  meeting  and  a  Bylaws  change  would  be 
proposed  to  add  the  Committee. 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Commendation  of  Alexis  Harte.  Council 
members  discussed  and  voted  on  a  resolution  commending  the  service  and 
accomplishments  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator  Alexis  Harte.  (Explanatory 
document:     Adopted     Resolution     of     Commendation     for     Alexis  Harte 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res2006-09- 
UFCResolutionCommendationAlexisHarte.doc) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  this  would  be  Coordinator  Harte's  last  meeting  with  the  full 
Council,  commended  his  work,  and  read  the  Commendation  Resolution.  The  Resolution 
of  Commendation  was  adopted  without  objection  (AYES:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers)  (Absent:  Members  Nervo,  Marks, 
Miller,  Quirke,  Sherk,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich.) 

7.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Report  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry 
Coordinator.  Mr.  Harte  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
Coordinator  Harte  was  not  available  to  discuss  the  Coordinator  Report.  Chair  Milne 
welcomed  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  as  a  new  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  who  will 
participate  in  the  next  Council  meeting.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  Council  Members 
review  the  Coordinator's  Report  for  further  information  (Explanatory  Document: 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

August  22,  2006  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  8 


Coordinator's  Report  August  2006  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.ofq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/082206UFCCoordinatorReport.doc). 

Items  8-10  were  continued  to  the  next  meeting. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  TBA.  Next  meeting  to  be  announced. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  September  21  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove 
Street. 

9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time.  ° 

12.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  9:25  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting.asp?id=1581 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  September  22,  2006 


File  No.  R-2006-10-UFC 


Resolution  No.  009-06-UFC 
August  22,  2006 


[Resolution  endorsing  tree  for  landmark  tree  status-2830  25  Street] 

WHEREAS,  Public  Works  Code,  Article  16,  Section  810  charges  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  to  examine  nominated  landmark  trees  using  criteria  approved  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors;  and, 

WHEREAS,  the  Valley  Oak  (Quercus  lobata)  tree  at  2830  25th  Street  fullfills  the 
following  subjective  and  objective  criteria  developed  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that 
includes: 

Rare  species  in  San  Francisco 

Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age  of  200  years 

Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

Adds  tremendously  to  the  neighborhood  character 

Extends  between  several  properties  and  enjoyed  by  many  people 

Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Important  wildlife  habitat  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

Prominent  landscape  feature  a  Q  onnf 


WHEREAS,  this  tree  provides  social,  environmental  and  economic  benefits  to  the 
property,  neighborhood  and  city;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  recommends  this  tree  for  landmark 
status  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Regular  Meeting  on  August  22,  2006. 


AUG  2  8  2006 


and 
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Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

VOTE:  Adopted  (10-0)  (5  Absent) 

Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert.  Miller.  Milne.  Rodgers 


and  Sherk 


Noes:  None 

Absent:  Council  Members  Marks,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 
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Resolution  No.  008-06-UFC 
August  22,  2006 


1  [Commendation  for  Alexis  Harte,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator] 

2  Resolution  commending  Alexis  Harte  for  his  service  and  dedication  to  the  City  and 

3  County  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  for  greatly  improving  San 

4  Francisco's  urban  forest  through  his  advocacy  and  education  efforts. 


6  working  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  the  Urban 

7  Forestry  Council  Coordinator  since  November  24,  2003;  and, 


9  agencies  and  community  groups  to  improve  the  urban  forest  in  San  Francisco; 

10  developed  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  with  Dr.  Jim  Clark  and  Urban  Forestry  Council 

n  members;  introduced  innovative  ideas  such  as  the  Green  Christmas  Tree  program;  and 

12  encouraged  Council  members  to  develop  and  pursue  policies  related  to  their  expertise 

13  and  interests;  and, 

14  WHEREAS,  Alexis  Harte  made  an  undeniable  contribution  to  the  Urban  Forestry 

15  Council  and  its  achievements  to  date;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

16  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  extends  its  gratitude  and  commends 
n  Alexis  Harte  for  his  dedication  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  to  vastly  improving 

18  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  through  his  advocacy  and  education  efforts  as  the  Urban 

19  Forestry  Council  Coordinator;  and,  be  it 

20  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  wishes  Alexis  Harte  well  in 

21  his  future  endeavors. 

22  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Regular 

23  Meeting  on  August  22,  2006. 


5 


WHEREAS,  Alexis  Harte  has  served  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


8 


WHEREAS,  Alexis  Harte  has  worked  with  city,  state  and  federal  government 
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26      Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


27 


// 
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Adopted  on  August  22,  2006 
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Resolution  No.  008-06-UFC 
August  22,  2006 


1  VOTE:  Adopted  (8-0)  (7  Absent) 

2  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Habert,  Milne,  and  Rodgers 

3  Noes:  None 

4  Absent:  Council  Members  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Sacamano,  Sherk  and  Sustarich 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 


Adopted  on  August  22,  2006 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 

Friday,  September  22,  2006  at  10:00  a.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Dr.  Larry  Costello 
Steve  Griswold 


Terry  Milne 
Chair 
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Milton  Marks 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 


David  Habert 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 

Susan  Nervo 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department 


AnMarie  Rodgers 

SF  Planning  Department 

Paul  Sacamano 

SF  Department  of  Public  Works 


Mark  Sustarich 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Grace  Ma 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1.  CALL  TO  ORDER 

2.  ROLL  CALL 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  August  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  August  22,  2006  Regular 
Meeting.) 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  will  hold  hearings  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  form,  Letter  from  David  Noyola  on  behalf  of 
Supervisor  Peskin,  Letter  from  Howard  Orringer,  Professional  arborist  report,  Evaluation 
forms  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-f) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Grace  Ma 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Possible  Bylaw  Changes  for  Landmark  Tree 
Committee.  Council  members  will  review  a  possible  bylaw  change  to  create  a  committee 
to  evaluate  landmark  tree  nominations  and  may  vote  on  a  bylaw  change.  (Explanatory 
document:  Resolution  for  proposed  bylaw  change  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Bylaws 
Amendment) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Appointments  for  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 
Council  members  will  discuss  appointing  people  to  a  landmark  tree  committee  and  may 
vote  on  appointments  (Explanatory  document:  Planning  Committee  comments  on 
Landmark  Tree  Committee). 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 


7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  The  Council  will  discuss  creating  and  adopting 
a  policy  and  future  bylaws  change  amendment  regarding  members'  attendance  at 
Council  Meetings  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  502- 
06). 

Presenter:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Status  Report:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry 
Council  Associate  and  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary.  Ms.  Ma  will  provide  updates  on 
UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding, 
outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  Ms.  Fish  will  report  on  correspondence  received 
for  all  Boards  and  Commissions. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Terry  Milne 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  October  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

11.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 


are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are.  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotfglsfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

w  vv  w .  s  t'go  v .  o  r  g/e  thics . 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  vvvvw.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.FishftT'Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Posted:  September  18,  2006 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  September  22, 2006 


ITEM  NO.  3 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 

2_  August  22,  2006  Draft  Minutes 


□ 
_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 
_ 

_  ____________ 

_  __________ 

_  _ 
_  _  . 

□ 

________  _____ 

_ 

*This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
vvww.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  September  22,  2006  ITEM  NO.  4 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


^  Nomination  Form 


^  Letter  from  David  Noyola,  Supervisor  Peskin's  Office 


Letter  from  Howard  Orringer,  Property  Owner 


^  Professional  Arborist  Report 


53  Evaluation  Forms  on  Landmark  Tree  Nominations 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


*This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


FILE  NO.  060912 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


[Landmark  Designation  Nomination  for  Trees  Located  at  1141-1145  Filbert  Street.] 

Resolution  of  intent  initiating  the  nomination  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  tree  located  at 
1141-1145  Filbert  Street  for  landmark  tree  status  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code 
Section  810(b),  acknowledging  the  temporary  designation  of  such  tree  pursuant  to 
Public  Works  Code  Section  810(d),  and  authorizing  other  official  acts  in  furtherance  of 
this  Resolution. 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  17-06,  which  amended 
the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance,  Public  Works  Code  Sections  801  et  seq.  concerning  landmark 
and  significant  trees.  A  copy  of  said  Ordinance  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.      060912  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference;  and, 

WHEREAS,  As  part  of  the  implementation  of  Ordinance  No.  17-06,  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council,  after  duly  noticed  public  hearings,  developed  criteria  and  procedures  for  the 
designation  and  removal  of  landmark  trees  and  recommended  that  this  Board  of  Supervisors 
adopt  such  criteria  and  procedures.  Copies  of  said  documents  are  on  file  with  the  Cierk  of  the 

Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.      Q6Q912  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference; 

and, 

WHEREAS,  Trees  provide  numerous  environmental,  social,  and  economic  benefits 
such  as  reducing  storm  water  runoff,  reducing  energy  use,  improving  air  quality,  increasing 
property  values,  and  promoting  wildlife  habitat;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  purpose  of  this  resolution  shall  be  to  initiate  landmarking  proceedings 
for  six  trees  of  varying  species,  located  on  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35  and  listed  individually 
below  with  corresponding  photographs  on  File  with  the  Clerk  and  referenced  herein;  and, 


Supervisor  Peskin 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  1 
6/20/20C6 


i 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


WHEREAS,  The  trees  that  are  the  subject  of  this  resolution  satisfy  many  of  the 
designation  criteria  in  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(E),  including  having  prominent 
and  beautiful  visual  impacts,  as  well  as  historic,  cultural,  and  economic  significance  to  their 
surrounding  community;  now,  therefore,  be  it, 

RESOLVED,  This  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  hereby 
adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the  Monterey 
Cypress  tree  located  at  1141-1145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35,  identified  as 
tree  #1  in  attachment  A  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section 
810(b),  hereby  adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the 
Monterey  Cypress  tree  located  at  1141-1 145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35, 
identified  as  tree  #2  in  attachment  B  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section 
810(b),  hereby  adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the 
Monterey  Cypress  tree  located  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35, 
identified  as  tree  #3  in  attachment  B  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section 
810(b),  hereby  adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the 
Black  Acacia  tree  located  at  1141-1145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35,  identified 
vgfas  tree  #4  in  attachment  C  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section 
810(b),  hereby  adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the 
Black  Acacia  tree  located  at  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35,  identified 
as  tree  #5  in  attachment  C  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board,' pursuant  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section 
810(b),  hereby  adopts  this  Resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  landmark  tree  nomination  for  the 
Black  Acacia  tree  located  at  1141-1145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's  Block  97,  Lot  35,  identified 
as  tree  #6  in  attachment  C  to  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Board  acknowledges  the  temporary  designation  of  such 
tree  for  landmark  tree  status  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(d);  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Board  directs  the  Clerk  to  forward  this  Resolution  and 
accompanying  documents  contained  in  the  file  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  and  due  to  the 
urgent  nature  of  the  situation,  to  urge  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  expeditiously  complete 
the  landmark  tree  designation  review  for  the  subject  tree;  and,  be  it, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Board  urges  the  Director  of  Public  Works  to  immediately 
notify  the  affected  property  owner  of  the  pending  nomination  and  inform  said  owner  of  the 
special  permit  and  approval  requirements  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  under  Public  Works 
Code  Section  810(f)  if  such  notification  has  not  yet  occurred. 
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I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Resolution 
was  ADOPTED  on  June  27, 2006  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Printed  at  10:30AM  on  6/28/06 


Close  up  of  Monterey  Cypress  (Trees  2  &  3) 


Close  up  of  Black  acacia  trees  (Trees  4,5  &6) 


There  are  six  large  trees  on  this  lot:  3  Monterey  Cypress  (possibly  4)  and  3  Black 
Acacia  trees.  The  largest  Monterey  Cypress  has  two  large  trunks  and  may 
actually  be  two  separate  trees.  Measurements  are  approximate. 


Monterey  Cypress  (cupressus  macrocarpa) 

Tree 

Height 

Canopy 

Circumference 

@4.5  feet2 

ground3 

#1  (2  trunks) 

80  feet 

50  feet 

1 0  and  5  feet 

12  and  6 

#2 

45  feet 

20  feet 

4  feet 

5  feet 

#3 

50  feet 

20  feet 

8  feet 

6  feet 

Black  Acacia  (acacia  meianoxylon) 

#4 

45  feet 

12  feet 

2.5  feet 

3  feet 

#5 

45  feet 

8  feet 

3  feet 

3.5  feet 

#6 

50  feet 

12  feet 

3  feet 

3.5  feet 

1 .  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy. 

2.  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground. 

http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaqe.asDX 

3.  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


Location  of  LandmarkTrees  1141-45  Filbert  * 

Monterey  Cypress  (1,2,3)  * 
Black  Acacia  (4,5,6) 
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The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each 
potential  landmark  tree.  Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide 
additional  information  about  each  component.  If  you  need  more  space  to 
describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

0  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

0  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

0  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

13  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

0  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  location 

0  High  traffic  area 

0  Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

0  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

0  Important  wildlife  habitat 

0  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

0  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

0  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition 

0  No  apparent  problems  □  Major  problems 

□  Minor  problems  □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

□  Trunk  cavities 

□  Broken  or  dead  branches 

□  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□  Pest  or  disease  problem 

□  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 

Filbert  Trees 
Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 
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San  Francisco  Map  Showing  Location  of  Filbert  Trees 
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1141-45  Filbert  Street  between  Hyde  and  Leavenworth 

Lot  35  Block  97 


President,  Board  of  Supervisors 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


AARON  PESKIN 


August  22,  2006 

To  the  Members  of  the  San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council: 

I  am  writing  on  behalf  of  Supervisor  Peskin  to  stress  our  office's  strong  support 
for  the  landmarking  of  the  trees  located  at  1141-1145  Filbert  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  97,  Lot  35.  The  four  Monterey  Cypress  and  two  Acacia  trees  in  question 
have  been  significant  features  of  the  neighborhood  for  decades  and  they  are  an 
invaluable  element  of  the  local  skyline.  These  healthy,  long-standing  trees  are 
precisely  the  kind  of  historical  assets  San  Francisco's  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance 
was  intended  to  protect.  They  specifically  satisfy  many  of  the  designation  criteria 
in  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(E),  including  having  prominent  and 
beautiful  visual  impacts,  as  well  as  historic,  cultural,  and  economic  significance  to 
their  surrounding  community.  We  strongly  urge  the  Council  to  support  the 
landmark  designation. 


Sincerely, 


David  Noyola  \J 
Legislative  Assistant 
Office  of  Aaron  Peskin 
President,  Board  of  Supervisors 


Received  in  Council  Meeting  8/22/06 


City  Hall  •  I  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Coodject  Place  •  Room  244  •  San  Francisco,  California  94102-4689  •  (415)  554-7450 
fax  (415)  554-7454  •  TDD/TTY  (415)  554-5227  •  E-mail:  aaron.peskin@sfgov.org 


President,  Board  of  Supervisors 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


To:     Monica  Fish 
Grace  Ma 

From:  David  Noyola 

Date:  August  22,  2006 

Subject:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting 


Unfortunately,  I  have  a  preexisting  conflict  that  could  not  be  moved  and  will  not 
be  able  to  attend  the  meeting  in  person 

I  have  enclosed  a  letter  of  support  for  the  landmark  tree  designation  submitted  by 
our  office  and  sufficient  copies  for  distribution  to  the  Council  members. 

Thanks  very  much, 


David 


Received  in  Council  Meeting  8/22/06 


City  H  ill  •  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlctt  Place  •  Room  244  •  San  Francisco,  California  94102-4689  *  (415)  554-7450 
Fax  (415)  554-7454  •  TDD/TTY  (415)  554-5227  •  E-mail:  aaron.peskin@sfgov.org 


Howard  Oringer 

2240  Hyde  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

September  7,  2006 

Terry  Milne,  Chair 

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:  Landmark  Tree  Status  for  1 141-45  Filbert  Street 
Dear  Mr.  Milne: 

My  wife  Jan  and  I  are  the  new  owners  of  1 141-45  Filbert  Street,  as  of  September  6, 
2006.  We  were  out  of  the  city  and  missed  your  last  meeting  on  August  22,  2006,  as 
did  6  of  your  Council  Members. 

However,  we  read  of  the  results  of  the  meeting  and  learned  that  after  an  extended 
review  of  the  situation,  a  majority  of  those  voting  turned  down  all  6  trees, 
including  a  lop-sided  6  to  3  vote  against  the  "hazard"  tree..  We  also  understand 
that  there  were  some  procedural  issues  that  arose  and  caused  a  deferral  of  your 
final  decision. 

We  would  be  amenable  to  bringing  this  issue  up  again  at  your  next  Council 
Meeting  when  all  of  your  members  will  be  in  attendance  and  a  second  vote  may  be 
taken.  This  second  meeting  is  well  within  your  "90  day  window"  to  respond  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  nomination  of  our  trees. 

We  respect  the  judgement  of  the  Council  as  experts  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in 
guiding  the  stewardship  of  San  Francisco  trees  while  ensuring  public  health  and 
safety.  If  I  can  be  of  any  help  in  this  completing  this  process  please  feel  free  to 
contact  me  at  my  home  shown  above  or  at  my  telephone  4 1 5-264- 1 885. 

Sincerely, 


Howard  Oringer 


TREE  SHAPERS,  LLC 


TED  KIPPING  (WC-ISA  #0301)  and  PHIL  DANIELSON  (WC-ISA  #5021)  Certified  Arborists 
Members.  Bay  Area  Arborist  Cooperative.  Inc.  •   License  No.  707545 
257  Joost  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA  94131   •  (415)239-2420       •  (415)  239-7465  FAX 

August  20,  2006 

Jan  and  Howard  Oringer 

2240  Hyde  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA.  94109 

Re:  Trees  at  1141-1145  Filbert  St. 

Dear  Oringer, 

Assignment:  Per  your  request,  I  performed  a  visual  examination  of  the  four  Cypresses / Cypressus 
macrocarpa  and  the  three  Blackwood  Acacias/ Acacia  melanoxylon,  at  1141  Filbert  in  San 
Francisco.  The  purpose  is  to  ascertain  whether  these  trees  are  appropriate  for  landmark  tree 
status.  No  excavations,  drillings,  corings  or  Resistograph  readings  were  performed. 

Observations:  All  the  trees  examined  grow  in  a  large  garden  lot  between  the  house  to  the  south 
and  Filbert  Street  on  the  north. 

Tree  One,  in  the  front  center  of  the  property,  is  a  Monterey  Cypress,  leaning  in  a  N/NW  direction. 
It  is  approximately  seventy  (plus)  foot  tall,  (70'),  with  a  canopy  reach  of  about  forty  feet,  (40') 
and  an  oblong  diameter,  in  cross-section,  of  twenty  nine  by  nineteen  inches  (29"X19")  measured 
at  fifty-two  inches  (52")  above  grade,  here  after  referred  to  as  Diameter  at  Breast  Height  or  DBH. 

The  lean,  see  picture  #2,  takes  Tree  One  towards  the  street  and  utility  wires  and  power  pole  with 
two  electrical  transformers.  The  base  of  the  tree  is  overgrown,  see  picture  #3,  by  the  base  of  the 
adjacent  larger  Monterey  Cypress,  Tree  One-A,  which  is  both  forcing  Tree  One  to  lean  north  for 
light  and  yet  helping  to  stabilize  it  at  the  base.  This  tree  was  topped  at  least  five  times  in  the 
past,  with  a  side  branch  each  time  becoming  a  new  trunk.  Two  cables  secure  it  to  Tree  One-A. 

Tree  One-A  is  approximately  seventy  to  seventy-five  feet  in  height,  (70-75'),  with  a  canopy 
spread  of  about  sixty  plus  feet,  (60+  ft.).  It's  DBH  is  forty-four  by  forty-two  inches,  (44"X42"), 
leans  southeast  with  the  majority  of  its  growth  away  from  Tree  One  and  growing  East  for  the 
light,  see  picture  #4. 

There  is  a  sharp  drop  off  where  the  tree  was  planted  such  that  there  is  a  three-foot,  (3'), 
elevation  difference  in  the  soil  line  between  the  south  side  of  the  tree  and  the  north  side  where  it 
grows  over  the  base  of  Tree  One. 


Four  of  the  major  trunks  "dog  leg"  away  from  an  old  topping  cut.  At  least  two  of  the  trunks  show 
deep  structural  pockets  or  canoe-like  invaginations,  see  pictures  #5  &  6.  These  defects  are  major 
structural  weaknesses.  The  canopy  is  densely  branched  and  heavily  end-weighted.  Visible  from 
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below  is  a  recent  breakage.  Both  trees  One  and  One-A  reach  above  the  wind  shelter  of  the 
surrounding  buildings. 

Trees  Two  and  Three  are  Monterey  Cypress  growing  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  garden.  Tree 
Two  is  approximately  forty-five  plus  feet  tall  with  a  canopy  spread  of  thirty-six  feet,  (45'X36'), 
and  a  DBH  of  nineteen  by  twenty-three  inches,  (19"X23").  It  is  by  the  east  fence  six  feet,  (6'), 
from  the  NE  corner  of  the  eastside  neighbor's  house.  This  tree  was  topped  at  least  three  times  in 
the  past.  Topped  at  twelve  feet,  (12'),  the  tree  divides  into  three  forks,  one  of  which  divides  two 
feet  above  the  first  fork.  The  trunks  are  mostly  straight  but  the  center  of  gravity  is  entirely  over 
the  adjoining  property  with  the  heavy  growth  reaching  east  for  the  light. 

Tree  Three,  see  picture  #13,  is  closest  to  the  house.  It  is  just  twelve  inches,  (12")  from  the 
retaining  wall,  which  it  has  displaced  by  several  inches,  see  picture  #14.  It  has  also  damaged  one 
of  the  house  foundation  walls  as  well,  see  picture  #15.  The  canopy  is  approximately  forty-five  feet 
tall  with  a  forty-two  foot  spread,  (45'X42').  The  DBH  is  twenty-three  inches  by  thirty  four  inches, 
(23"X34")  dividing  at  sixty-three  inches,  (63")  on  the  east  side  but  thirty-seven  inches,  (37")  on 
the  west  side  into  two  trunks,  twenty-three  by  twenty  and  twenty-three  by  nineteen  inches, 
(23"X20"  and  23"X19"),  with  deeply  included  bark,  see  picture  #16.  The  bark  on  the  fork  closest 
to  the  house  on  the  side  facing  the  crotch  is  dead  and  the  wood  is  starting  to  crack,  see  picture 
#17.  This  tree  was  topped  at  least  five  times  with  the  lowest  occurring  at  nine  and  a  half  feet, 
(9.5'),  above  grade.  The  canopy  has  been  pruned  up  high  and  currently  grows  over  the  edge  of 
the  eastside  neighbor's  roof,  impinging  upon  some  chimneys,  see  picture  #18.  This  tree  is 
currently  somewhat  shielded  form  westerly  winds  by  Tree  Six,  the  Blackwood  Acacia  closest  to 
the  house,  see  picture  #7. 

Trees  Four,  Five  and  Six  are  Blackwood  Acacias  planted  very  close  to  the  west  side  property  line 
and  four  to  forty  feet,  (4-40'),  from  the  house  itself. 

Tree  Four  and  Five  are  close  together  with  inter-grown  canopies  exceeding  the  roofline  and  wind 
shelter  of  the  adjacent  building  to  the  west,  see  picture  #8.  Tree  Four  is  approximately  forty-five 
feet  tall  with  a  seventeen  foot  canopy  spread,  (45'X17'),  with  a  DBH  of  thirteen  inches  (13").  It 
grows  thirty-eight  inches,  (38"),  from  the  neighbor's  wall  and  foundation  and  leans  east  for  light. 
The  trunk  splits  into  two,  with  a  tight  cleft  with  bark  trapped  between  the  two.  There  is  a 
Mirrorleaf  plant/ Coprosma  baueri,  growing  in  the  cleft,  see  picture  #9.  Tree  Five  is  about  fony 
feet  tall  with  a  twenty-three  foot  canopy  spread,  (45'X23')(  with  a  DBH  of  16X13  inches 
(16"X13").  This  tree  was  topped  in  the  past  at  about  thirty  feet,  (30'),  and  divides  into  it's 
canopy  limbs. 

Tree  Six  was  planted  under  the  overhang  of  the  house  with  the  result  that  most  of  the  canopy 
and  weight  reach  far  out  from  the  trunk.  It  is  about  forty  feet  tall  with  a  twenty-foot  canopy 
spread,  (40'X2'),  see  picture  #10,  and  has  a  DBH  of  sixteen  inches  by  thirteen  inches,  (16"X13"). 
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In  the  past  Tree  Six  was  topped  at  eight  feet  from  the  grade,  (8'),  with  another  Mirrorleaf  growing 
on  the  cut,  see  picture  #11,  and  heavy  trunks  lean  west  and  north  for  light.  The  old  cuts  are 
decayed  and  well  penetrated  by  borers,  see  picture  #12.  The  top-heavy  and  end-weighted  canopy 
is  not  wind-protected  but  fully  exposed  to  the  west. 

Discussion:  The  soils  at  this  location  are  not  deep,  setting  on  a  rocky  substrate.  In  a  given  depth 
of  soil  roots  can  only  go  as  deeply  as  they  can  breathe.  Thus  as  trees  grow  taller,  the  leverage 
given  to  the  wind  is  stronger,  especially  in  situations  like  the  two  front  trees  where  they  are  top- 
heavy  from  all  the  limbs  being  concentrated  at  the  top.  Monterey  Cypress  is  a  brittle  species, 
(probably  as  a  fail  safe  adaptation  for  a  shoreline  species  -  better  to  lose  parts  than  have  the 
whole  tree  blow  over).  Crown  reduction,  end  weight  reduction  and  wind-sail  reduction  pruning  are 
three  ways  of  somewhat  mitigating  such  situations. 

A  hazard  tree  is  a  tree  at  risk  of  failure,  with  a  target.  When  large  top-heavy  trees  lean  towards 
sidewalks,  parked  cars,  power-lines  and  buildings,  they  are  hazards. 

A  liquid  can't  be  compressed,  a  principle  both  of  hydraulics  which  of  course  applies  to  vascularity. 
Something  we  have  all  noticed  when  we  cut  off  circulation  through  pressure.  Do  it  to  us  long 
enough  and  you  get  gangrene.  Do  it  to  a  tree  and  you  get  compressive  necrosis,  (tissue  death).  In 
trees  this  can  happen  form  a  vine,  rope  or  wire  girdling  the  expanding  trunk,  a  rock,  pipe,  wall,  or 
even  another  limb  or  trunk  growing  at  such  tight  angle  that  the  limbs  or  trunks  create  a  tight 
crevice  with  the  bark  trapped  or  "included"  in  between.  This  process  not  only  weakens  or  kills  the 
tissue  between  the  trunks,  Tree  Three,  but  also  sets  up  forces  which  can  split  apart  the  tree, 
exacerbated  by  the  turbulence  of  violent  storms.  Sometimes  decay  initiates  in  these  areas  inviting 
the  germination  and  growth  of  other  plants  as  seen  in  trees  Four  and  Six.  it  is  not  unusual  to 
find  some  trees  initiating  some  of  their  own  roots  into  these  crevices  and  zones  of  decay,  further 
stressing  a  weakened  situation. 


Engineering,  if  not  daily  living,  has  taught  us  that  a  system  is  only  as  strong  as  its  weakest  link(s). 
When  we  have  weak  forks,  or  pockets  of  decay  below  a  top-heavy  system  we  are  looking  at  a 
situation  with  a  weak  link.  In  tree  mechanics  one  can  remove  the  tree,  reduce  the  load  by 
pruning  and/or  cabling,  or  even  remove  one  fork  of  a  tight  system,  especially  early  on  before 
necrosis  has  set  in. 

Trees  of  like  kind  will  root  graft  together  not  only  sharing  resources  but  also  helping  to  stabilize 
one  another.  This  is  apparently  what  has  occurred  with  Trees  One  and  One-A,  even  though  they 
have  leaned  away  from  one  another  to  better  access  light.  Out  in  the  woods  it  is  not  an  issue. 

There  was  mention  of  nominating  some  of  these  trees  for  "Landmark  Status".  I  would  hope  that 
to  be  so  considered,  a  tree  on  its  own  merits  would  have  to  be  an  exemplar  of  the  species,  such 
as  the  large  specimen  that  is  decorated  with  lights  every  winter  in  front  of  McLaren  Lodge  in 
Golden  Gate  Park,  or  the  enormous  tree  at  the  base  of  Portola  Drive  in  Saint  Francis  Woods.  Other 
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non-arboricultural  criteria  might  include  an  association  with  a  historic  occasion  marking  a  land 
grant  boundary,  or  the  scene  of  a  treaty,  ect. 

Conclusion:  Both  Monterey  Cypress  and  Blackwood  Acacias  are  common  in  San  Francisco  and 
rarely  are  they  in  good  condition.  Arboriculturally  none  of  the  trees  here,  unfortunately,  are 
exemplary.  And  the  two  front  ones  are  in  my  opinion  hazardous,  I  would  not  want  my  child 
sleeping  in  any  of  the  adjacent  residences. 

Sincerely 

Ted  Kipping 

Certified  Arborist  ISA  WC  0301 
Consulting  Arborist  -  ASCA 


Jan  and  Howard  Oringer  Report  -  Re:  1 141-1 145  Fibert  St. 

4 


Pic#5  - 1141-45  Filbert  St.  -  S.F. 


Pic#6  -1141-45  Filbert  St.  -  S.F. 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form     '\tisiUlo*    f^fjs\  Zi  ,2-006 

Scientific  name:    Cu  p S w S    v1/^ c n>  c air j? A  Common  name:    ^3/;Vre.</|        p,^  s 
Street  address:    1  N|  -  If  4  ^    FilWrl-  ^j"  


Cross  streets: 
Block:   


i 


Lot(s): 


5 


GPS  units  (optional):  

□  Private       □  Public        Agency  name  


Property  owner  consent      Yes  □  No 

DBH  (in): 
Height  (ft): 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft): 
Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in) 
Number  of  trees 


Lfa6£  Co'.' 


7  u 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems 


__  Extreme  problems 


Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

0  Mechanical  injury     ?mkm  Ifii  PfiST  *"HcN  rmo,  u><^ %M  wus,  ^Yw^tr^  uViiTH^P 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots   ons    SFTWfisrt  S^Wi 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots   D&AfNAGt  iK<Jv.p      occp,  <n\ >&.->xw-i  PUbiT*, 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)  .v-^  =  -iXSiia 
Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood  Nts  gAM     N  o '  Wect> 

|J  Cavities  Yes  w  --Ait  >-fgM-7  ^0  Cfjv-nc.wJ  of/>&r>rf  _-;■:,? 

|_J  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 

□  Cracks  *//;.,_ 

0- Swollen  or  sunken  areas     Sc.vsLeiO  &pge*   -;j  Ifcvfw  0?  i,^.  irr/yt 

□  Conks        muz  '  1 
Scaffo  d  branches 

□  Strong  attachments 

Rl  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution     UVf-de    STEW    efc/WWS  iti  to'  *.\uf  '  SmAiA,  _  rEVi\  B/tAAiCHer 

□  Free  of  included  bark        6,<  uppeft  two  7tf<ftps, 
G  Free  of  decay  and  cavities    0  s 

□  Well  pruned  <3itiv&T  c;^T 

□  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure  S'ovie  <v&s,vw  ^vv?  cmeris  D;  jijcf 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury  /tp^S 
Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)   mew  Qoqw  fy\ 
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O^Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 

Q  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

D  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs  v/tSliLg 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage      P/W.K.  GiUfpsJ 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury    aottz  visile 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves        sttMX  Pt7\t>  Nj^lES  <  5  -y„ 

□  Dry  buds 

□  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:  SMASJM.  H/V  3  JVjJi  Lfi^FH  izriMt  tyeS   fur  cSMR 

mis.  M-mce-ASi^  in  mmd  -  mupjf.  QiMl  iMM  smvi.    lAuge           HAS.  Qii>G&£tj 

that       ee  £0Vtn&.v  u*oop.  w(iC  g,i/wvcKey  ^cewix/HTp      1&p/i/k,F0f  pef£ 

Species 

□  Rare  Jio 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

Q  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

S. High  traffic  area     MWi  IWftlsr*  fwrt)  t*€T>  cTnii/W>    ?M  taUDSNnAt  A*tfl 
H'Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

EST  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 


g  Important  wildlife  habitat    S 1  [to  r  m  £  i  f  A  f  - 
D  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
O  Erosion  control 
£3  Wind  or  sound  barrier 


Visual  characteristic 

£5  Prominent  landscape  feature 
O  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 


Scientific  name:   (  u  i        c rc,  f  &  rpa   Common  name:    WiMrtterf.ij    CLj  pr^  (S 

Street  address:  11H  5     h  Mf  \  if  

Cross  streets:       L?A\r?,n  i/oa  r  Hi.  if   flirt  J  ^  £fc  

Block:   ii   Lotfs):  3  5  


GPS  units  (optional): 


|£]  Private       □  Public        Agency  name 


Property  owner  consent  (S^Yes  Q  No 

TOtVAuSTS 

DBH  (in):  Z5 

Height  (ft):  ?  £ 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):  3^3- 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)  2^?* 

Number  of  trees  / 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

D  No  apparent  problems    D  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 
Mechanical  injury      MAI-IR  WAX*!  lyht&vM,  P€MCF  AM?  wm6Kee/i'j  P^riO  i  'w^U£I> 

_  Girdling/kinked  roots    wtwE  *1$16LE 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots  PfAfpMiT  SHfciiXfc     geC-P,  SMtrts  AND  SUCUiLEWS  rsetrfipU 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)  jtffrjsJC  VISIBLE  ' 
Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood    "Yc  5  £/¥fM^ 

^Cavities  P&Sfffct?  cAV'>f  &f  n>P ptvN"<-  >''i^t  f       N         -  i 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury  ^ 

□  Cracks 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas'  5^ gnu*  fyxteU  /Vjt€^   «3Kj  DOn/WULL  ;>*r  jv,^ 

□  Conks 
Scaffo  d  branches 

□  Strong  attachments 

K}  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution    SfcfttfCHE*   pfLesa^r  itf  Top  HALF  0?  7)ttT. 

□  Free  of  included  bark 

□  Free  of  decay  and  cavities    fb  S  5  I  5l£     PtO^  j  w  3 ,  j -  3  ^/  c 
D  Well  pruned 

Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure  S$me  ^ny-J    kavX  0 mm  Do  NOT 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury  ft!9lif£ 
Small  branches  and  twigs 

D  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)  tfPN  6  (toUTTM 
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|3  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 
U  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

□  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs  \j^UB 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage     i>/ht£  6£€"ETJ 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury  j/jftC 
D  Wilted  or  dead  leaves  hf3N£ 

□  Dry  buds 

Q  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 
Comments  on  health  or  structure:  ,^s\T  sP  CAM  IP -j    li  IM  Top  THiP-b'CF   T7L€P .  FtJz 

Species 

□  Rare  KfO 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age  V55 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

El  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

High  traffic  area 
]Vj  Low  tree  density  area 
R  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way    uArt<i£  OjpjLZXS  AX"  RWAfT  0,'   ? £U  Cfc.il 

iMii  meF.  sot  rn  B^/wcHrr       vii»?i.£  * /J  i| 

tcoiogy  >^ 
iSTlmportant  wildlife  habitat      >l?~f>  11  ' 

S  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees  {^??-t   R>  Afl/SI>t£g 

□  Erosion  control 

S  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 

Ttes  root-s  have  o^/vrr?  '+f*K  in  uMswtt\  a-a/d  lipoid  6wr  c€me>/T  sauv-rOTP  r«t 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 

PfUMwil  rVw?H  fucr/n         AM  car  ivY  G£<M»itf6  W  fc^E- 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 


Scientific  name:    P<)j>A£ii;j  >  M&tmizrp-x    Common  name:     ^/f/r/lff  r^a  nj^^S 

Street  address:         lH  j-  1  iH  5    'Px\hP.r\-  V'f  

Cross  streets:        teMlMp^  >i"    )/)>{     H<jflP,  Jf  

Block:   £3   Lot(si:  35  

GPS  units  (optional):  

£3"  Private       □  Public        Agency  name  


Property  owner  consent  £3  Yes  □  No 


DBH(in):    £fF>n  Is" 

Height  (ft):  31 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):  XO  

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)  lL  

Number  of  trees  f  


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

Q  Collar/flare  soundness 

IS  Mechanical  injury      $M8£  mm  ^f~\C^^^L,  <-</AU^rVf  if/>rr#U*l> 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots  VI  >  i  &  ^ 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots    a#*yi/0  jr  6cs?  Pfi-fri}ibG€3  M^SUU.XfitV  rWFrtfi  v, 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)  jyoAJ'f 
Trunk  issues 

["I  Sound  bark  and  wood 
LJ  Cavities 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury  tf£ 

□  Cracks  ftfOJfE 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas    5(#iMfW  vliC-.c  SiQo 

□  Conks  ^/cmB 
Scaffold  branches 

□  Strong  attachments 

[3  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution     Zr~faiii\&  \t*  TDp  HAM?  of  P^" 

□  Free  of  included  bark  i 

□  Free  of  decay  and  cavities    fft  tff  VI S  i  C  \JE 

□  Well  pruned 

□  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure        'SCrtr  ^W,vt>5  fiiW&  OfXfc&i'  PO/vOT 
D  Deadwood  or  fire  injury  ffONc 

Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)    ,VrVV  6'  jtfliu  Of 
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0  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 

□  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

O  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage      PMK  6K£EJ\/ 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury  }f0 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves  hfttffc 

□  Dry  buds 

D  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 
Comments  on  health  or  structure:  


Species 

□  Rare  ,Vt 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age  forO 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

D  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

iS'  High  traffic  area 

§J  Low  tree  density  area 

§j  Extends  between  several  properties 

U  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecoiogy 

Important  wildlife  habitat 
Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□  Erosion  control 
fS^Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 

Scientific  name:      /|  i  *  c \  a    ,v\l\$'A <Jmj, ?,a      Common  name:    Pl.xckmtal  a-i'acfg 

Street  address:      llHMH  S    hlk?,4  CV*  

Cross  streets:       i?ri  ft b  tjs  K     to i    H >a  1  &  

Block:   ±1   Lot(s):      >  >  

GPS  units  (optional):  

1*EE  *  !j 

P[  Private       □  Public        Agency  name  

Property  owner  consent  IpJ  Yes  □  No 

fl)  Whl 

DBH  (in): 
Height  (ft): 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft): 
Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in) 
Number  of  trees 


21 

Ik 
1 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

D  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

Q  Mechanical  injury      'M^  Wx&J  U/AMiCU^    MVS  IW.SXftUefc. 

□  Girdling/ kin ked  roots     n  0  s/c  '/ 1  £  I  £  16 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots  fttjtitfAGG  frf>'i*.«£  0W4  (Uftvj  iMiPE^W  rWWH  .Yt/rS/ 
Q  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)         V\i\&UZ  ' 

Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood     J  :  /H  %  $  ,  , 

□  Cavities  '  li 
Q  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 

□  Cracks  • 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas  fp^£ 

□  Conks  km 
Scaffold  branches 

□  Strong  attachments 

M  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution     MOST  &fi/HrCH€I  fM  Top  fMLF  OF  fttflF. 

□  Free  of  included  bark  fs^£  iwCt^6P  i/^r?  je    i^eae  ?<"/&  AT  Wtf/Vf: 

□  Free  of  decay  and  cavities      Ioa/.G    CuVtf  om  OfJt   £«*/taCf1  JNDOLClflG 

□  Well  pruned  ■  •  _  - $  f  prg  $ 

□  Well-proportioned/proper  taper  stoie  nuLe6vLWi   ZcWA  irrurtxwt 

□  Wound  closure  CVl,r  rat-  eiv»  £p>eC 
U  Deadwood  or  fire  injury  uttft 

Small  branches  and  twigs 

EH  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth) 
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Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 
Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

□  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs  ,y  JnB 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage      iiytgp  6£CS>J 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury  ItfOjtfE 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves  ir5W 

□  Dry  buds  MSN  5 
D  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:     T^-MX  U   <U :vii»€Tfci  C.   Qy£ft,  HAtP   tf  f.rwfr  /h*JD 
'  --'wrfrng.oP  07.^'/.       F/.Anv>/Fi7  .i>;    il'r  ^^/N'fuA  fioffT     ft/rap  K  \tax(MAA. 


Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

D  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
^Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

0  High  traffic  area 

0  Low  tree  density  area  , 
Q  Extends  between  several  properties    '    r  Va  "  .  '  .t^'iO  kffito    ffWf  kilD/AJG 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way  iHdt  OifUm        W  wusroF    tiief  ,  M  ftc/lcM  ffe*gr 

tcoiogy 

§ Important  wildlife  habitat 
Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees    AS>7ftcwr   t*>    Hvs  /VCA£,ia$  iwAUwf?. 
Erosion  control 
L^f  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 
O  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 

Scientific  name:     /\r,±i  f/l  \a*jl  [&v\c'U^t>A.  Common  name:    $\at Lu,c*A     C tu!,i<\ 

Street  address:      ii^[-(|M  5     Ft"  Iky  I  $\r  

Cross  streets:   llMe-A^rVU  ff-    and    Hyfo.  *f  

Block:   H   Lot(s):  35  

GPS  units  (optional):  

T&L  *  5 

^Private       Q  Public        Agency  name  


Property  owner  consent  £3  Yes  □  No 

DBH  (in):   j_5  

Height  (ft):  UP 
Average  canopy  spread  (ft):  i? 
Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)  Z'Z- 
Number  of  trees  i 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

B Mechanical  injury     ^i\\iz  WA^J  J^HUL   tyftWwfr{  IbsSXftHJEp 
Girdling/kinked  roots     u$tfi  v )  S  £  &  It 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots  Y\ii$it 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)  $j  jjjj  B 
Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood 

□  cavities  •  VtyNl-  IS  A  WmMFnuC 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury  ;i:  # 

□  Cracks  |vw£ 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas  £icGe  otf  FlAr  Sioro?  Tfe*/W     h  u  e  -  no  Lu   .  - 

□  Conks  W£         tuoOD  S&L  ^ir'  If  *  IHtflK 
Scaffold  branches                                  ^               ^iVr  E^T'^^  ^  ^ 

□  Strong  attachments 

Q  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution   P£W  3foWCH§_£ 
ST  Free  of  included  bark 

D  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 

□  Well  pruned 

□  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure  Vc^f/^M&^MAZ^v.cfi 
D  Deadwobd  or  fire  injury  ftOf^E 

Small  branches  and  twigs 

D  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)         Q  fecwu  V{\ 
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0  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 

D  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Smati-Branchos  and-^wiqs_/continued') 

O  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage    VrtcPlwwi  G^fW 

□  Nutrient  status 

[j  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury  M&VS* 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves  HZM? 

□  Dry  buds 

D  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 
Comments  on  health  or  structure:    ?Cit  ZfbHiCH  SnuilDjfZC  $jjj>  SmIC  S/LMiCHPf 


Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 


U  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

S*High  traffic  area 
£3*  Low  tree  density  area 


U  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

M-  Important  wildlife  habitat 
Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
D  Erosion  control 
0  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 


Scientific  name:  f\cmu&.  mf.iaujof  tj\s^  Common  name:  ^lucLuf'Si^  (IC&iU 
Street  address:      )N,'  -  IN  5  f\\X$A 


Cross  streets:      k>n  ■/Iftvuar Hi       ti  *  J    H<jtU  if 


Block:   13   Lot(s):___|5. 

GPS  units  (optional):  

SI  Private       □  Public        Agency  name . 


Property  owner  consent  jZl  Yes  □  No 

DBH  (in):   \S 

Height  (ft):  ^5; 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):   i 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)   / 

Number  of  trees   


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

D  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

E  Mechanical  injury     MMft    ^>J  u/ftS  wSThUZk 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots  jt/ONE 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots  pumtf  SHO'JU?      (to,  SJfie^f,  GW/D  xj&i,  itiCCvunifTS  tmt&y 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner)  f$SNt 
Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood 

S3  Cavities  poTeWTW^' CftVTPf    !A/Hfl£r  WAA(?H  tf/fa  rM/SP  ,  i^aW-J  H  -   w^^i  Jtof  -■■ 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury  NftsiW  '  " 

□  Cracks  M6$jg- 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas  N 

□  Conks 
Scaffold  branches 

D  Strong  attachments 

Q  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution  "JHf^QHUOT  Ol'Prffc  Vvo  THIRDS  d?  JUCS 
D  Free  of  included  bark         A/Of  08VI6\/S 

□  Free  of  decay  and  cavities   mmtf   Or    fmittf  Qzzffl  /WD  CAVItf  /»T  ^  OF  ftUHMQF 

□  Well  pruned  ?£Av&HeS. 
.0  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure     seme  C^p^iMOWUIffiW  3o7  4^0    ?0f^p,VL.  ?OOe\£WL- Stt~Aet>yl(T 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury    ^Cw^  r  iwnfa.  Wt*m  /rwt 

Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)  fc/5W  G^M/fH 
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Kj  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 

□  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

□  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage  ■//  Cp^W  GfltUT^ 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury 

D  Wilted  or  dead  leaves  WflnTfc" 
_  □  Dry  buds 

□  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:    frlF  IS  {.bWEV  VMiVLG  TVufl  31HCX.  AtA-ttA*.  I^MjK 

amiMjmi        wifmi  fi'f.  Mum,  ms  mm  moors,  H&eemM.  nmiMz 

Species 

□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

D  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

[3  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

D  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

13  High  traffic  area 

S3  Low  tree  density  area 

K  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

(3  Important  wildlife  habitat 

Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
|_j  Erosion  control 
jp]  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

D  Prominent  landscape  feature 
O  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 
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SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 


Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  SEPTEMBER  22,  2006 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  following  provision  in  Article 
VIII  -  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  is  proposed  for  amendment  and  Article  VIII  -  Section 
7  is  proposed  for  addition  as  follows: 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  an4  (2)  Funding, 
and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the 
Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San 
Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of  January,  March, 
May,  July,  September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the 
meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet 
monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m..  in  City  Hall.  Room.421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information 
shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct  individual  site  visJts, 
complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are_rece_iyed.  and  vote 
on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  wi  ll 
prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to 
the  full  Council  for  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  August  24,  2006. 


Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


FILE  NO.  ^O06-//<lf(L 


RESOLUTION  NO.  O44~06-U£C 
September  22,  2006 


1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forest  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee,  the 

4  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee 

6  to  be  called  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

7  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
8 

9  ARTICLE  VIII  -  COMMITTEES 

10  SECTION  4:  Standing  Committees 


11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy,  (2) 
Funding,  and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning 
and  Policy  Committee  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the 
following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall 

i  i  icci  Di-i  i  iui  ill  1 1  y  \ju  11  iS  i  uui  li  i  i  ucouay  ui  oaiiuaiy,  ivichuii,  iviay,  ouiy,  ucpici  i  iuci  ai  iu 

November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall 
be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in 
San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 
// 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
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September  22,  2006 


1  Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

2  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the 

3  Council  on  nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct 

4  individual  site  visits,  complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as 

5  nominations  are  received,  and  vote  on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full 

6  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  will  prepare  a  written  summary  of  the 

7  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for 

8  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at  Council 

9  meetings. 


10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


Page  2 
9/22/06 


s:\urban  foresrcounctl  meetings\full  coiinal^20C8  ufcmeetings'september  C6\file  2C06-t1-ufcamendbylaws  doc 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  September  22,  2006 


ITEM  NO.  6 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


5<]  Planning  Committee  Comments  on  Landmark  Tree  Committe 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 
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□ 
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□ 


□ 
□ 
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11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
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August  17,  2006  Planning  Committee  Comments  on  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

■  The  Committee  would  consist  of  five  members  appointed  by  the  Council  Chair 
to  serve  one-year  terms. 

■  Committee  members  would  conduct  individual  site  visits  and  complete 
evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are 
received.  Photographs  are  to  be  included  as  part  of  the  site  visit. 

■  The  Committee  would  prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and 
include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  review. 
The  Chair  of  the  Committee  would  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 

■  Nominated  trees  on  private  property  would  require  owner  consent  to  enter  the 
property  in  order  to  evaluate  the  tree. 


Staff  would  report  on  whether  membership  to  Standing  Committees  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  could  include  public  members  outside  of  the  Council,  and  if  so, 
what  the  criteria  for  membership  should  be. 
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FILE  NO. 


061175 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


[Urging  boards  and  commissions  to  adopt  policies  regarding  members'  attendance  at 
meetings.] 

Resolution  urging  each  City  board,  commission,  or  advisory  body  to  adopt  an  internal 
policy  regarding  members'  attendance  at  meetings  of  the  body,  and  requesting  each 
body  to  submit  a  copy  of  its  policy  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  December  1,  2006. 


WHEREAS,  City  boards,  commissions,  and  advisory  bodies  are  created  as  multi- 
member bodies  to  make  use  of  the  talents,  efforts,  and  perspectives  of  all  of  their  members; 
and, 

WHEREAS,  The  appointing  authorities  for  such  bodies  strive  in  selecting  members  to 
promote  both  diversity  and  balance,  in  order  to  enhance  both  the  breadth  of  community 
representation  and  the  quality  of  decision-making  in  the  conduct  of  the  City's  business;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Excessive  absenteeism  by  individual  members  of  such  bodies  detracts 
from  the  achievement  of  those  goals  and  potentially  skews  the  decision-making  process, 
deprives  different  communities  of  effective  representation,  and  places  an  unfair  burden  on 
those  members  who  are  conscientious  about  attending  meetings;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Supervisors  urges  that  every  appointive  board, 
commission,  or  advisory  body  of  any  kind  established  by  the  Charter  or  by  legislative  act  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopt  an  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance  at  meetings 
of  the  body;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  urges  that  such  policy  address  how  and  when 
members  are  to  be  excused  from  attending  particular  meetings,  and  when  the  body  is  to 
■eport  a  member's  excessive  absenteeism  to  the  appointing  authority;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  requests  that  every  appointive  board, 
:ommission,  or  advisory  body  of  any  kind  established  by  the  Charter  or  by  legislative  act  of 
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the  Board  of  Supervisors  submit  a  copy  of  its  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance 
to  the  Board  no  later  than  December  1 ,  2006. 
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Tails 
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City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  GooJIelt  Place 
San  Francisco,  C A  94102-4689 


File  Number: 


061175 


Date  Passed: 


Resolution  urging  each  City  board,  commission  or  advisory  body  to  adopt  an  internal  policy  regarding 
members'  attendance  at  meetings  of  the  body,  and  requesting  each  body  to  submit  a  copy  of  its  policy 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  December  1 ,  2006. 


August  15,  2006  Board  of  Supervisors  —  ADOPTED 

Ayes:  10  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Alioto-Pier 


File  No.  061175 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Resolution 
was  ADOPTED  on  August  15,  2006  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


xls*^  Gloria  L.  Young 
Clerk  ol  the  Board 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Office  of  the  City  Attorney 


Dennis  J.  Herrera 
City  Attorney 


MEMORANDUM 


FROM: 


TO: 


DATE: 


August  23,  2006 


RE: 


Political  Activity  By  City  Officers  and  Employees 


As  the  November  general  election  approaches,  the  City  Attorney's  Office  would  like  to 
take  the  opportunity  again  to  remind  City  officers  and  employees  of  the  laws  that  restrict  their 
use  of  City  resources  for  political  activities.  To  this  end,  I  am  providing  to  you  this  information 
sheet,  which  outlines  the  basic  rules  and  principles  governing  the  political  activities  of  City 
officers  and  employees.  These  materials  are  intended  as  a  general  guide  and  are  not  a  substitute 
for  legal  advice.  Please  contact  the  City  Attorney's  Office  with  any  questions  related  to  these 
materials  or  participation  in  political  activities. 


State  law  prohibits  government  employees  from  using  City  resources  to  support  or 
oppose  a  ballot  measure  or  the  election  or  defeat  of  a  candidate  at  the  federal,  state,  or  local 
level.  Local  law  also  prohibits  City  officers  and  employees  from  engaging  in  political  activity 
during  working  hours  or  on  City  premises. 

•  What  is  a  misuse  of  City  resources? 

A  ny  use  of  City  resources  or  personnel  for  political  activity  is  prohibited.  This  ban 
prohibits  any  use  of  telephones,  copiers,  fax  machines,  computers,  office  supplies  or  any  other 
City  resources  for  political  purposes.  City  personnel's  time  and  attention  may  not  be  diverted 
from  their  City  duties  for  political  purposes.  Addressing  envelopes,  circulating  petitions,  making 
telephone  calls,  or  engaging  in  similar  types  of  campaign  activity  on  City  time  is  prohibited. 

Example:  On  his  lunch  hour,  a  City  employee  uses  his  City 
computer  to  send  invitations  to  a  fundraiser  for  a  candidate.  The 
employee  has  misused  City  resources  by  using  his  City  computer 
for  political  activity.  The  fact  that  he  was  on  his  lunch  hour  does 
not  matter. 

•  May  a  Board  or  Commission  take  a  position  on  a  ballot  measure? 

The  prohibition  on  use  of  City  resources  for'  political  activity  also  means  that  City 
officers  and  employees  may  not  use  their  official  positions  to  influence  elections.  Thus, 


Misuse  of  City  Resources  and  Personnel 


City  Hall  •  1  Da.  Carlton  8.  Goodlett  Place,  Suite  234  •  San  Francisco,  California  94 1 02-09 1 7 
Reception:  (415)  554-4700  ■  Facsimile:  (415)  554-4745 
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appointed  boards  and  commissions  may  not  vote  to  endorse  a  measure  or  a  candidate.   Nor  may 
City  officials  distribute  campaign  literature  at  City  events  or  include  campaign  literature  in 
official  mailings  to  employees  or  members  of  the  public. 

Example:  Members  of  a  City  Commission  feel  strongly  about  the 
merits  of  a  measure  appearing  on  the  ballot  that  relates  to  matters 
within  their  jurisdiction.  The  Commission  may  not  vote  on  a 
resolution  to  support  or  oppose  the  ballot  measure  because  the  use 
of  the  City's  resources  necessary  to  facilitate  the  vote  would 
constitute  a  misuse  of  City  resources  for  political  activity.  The 
Commission  may  ask  staff  for  information  about  the  impact  of  the 
ballot  measure  on  the  City  and  individual  commissioners  may 
support  or  oppose  the  measure  on  their  own  time  using  their  own 
resources. 

•  May  City  officers  and  employees  analyze  a  ballot  measure's  effects? 

City  officers  and  employees  may  lawfully  use  City  resources  (where  budgeted  for  such  a 
purpose)  to  investigate  and  evaluate  objectively  the  potential  impact  of  a  ballot  measure  on  City 
operations.  The  analysis  may  be  made  available  to  the  public. 

Example:  A  City  Department  wants  to  inform  its  Commission 
about  the  potential  impacts  on  the  Department  if  a  ballot  measure 
passes.  If  the  Department  has  money  budgeted  for  the  purpose,  the 
Department  may  research  the  potential  impact  of  the  measure  and 
present  objective  information  to  the  Commission.  The  analysis 
may  also  be  made  available  to  the  public. 

•  May  City  officers  and  employees  respond  to  inquiries  about  a  measure? 

City  officers  and  employees  may  respond  to  public  requests  for  information,  including 
requests  to  participate  in  public  discussions  about  ballot  measures,  if  the  officer's  or  employee's 
statements  are  limited  to  an  accurate,  fair,  and  impartial  presentation  of  relevant  facts  to  aid  the 
voters  in  reaching  an  informed  judgment  regarding  the  measure. 


Example.  A  City  Department  wants  to  prepare  a  powerpoint 
presentation  about  a  ballot  measure  explaining  the  Department's 
view  that  the  measure  could  have  a  significant  negative  impact  on 
the  City.  Any  such  presentation  must  be  limited  to  an  accurate, 
fair  and  impartial  presentation  of  the  relevant  facts. 


In  contrast  to  appointed  Commissions  and  Boards,  the  legislative  body  of  the  City  and  County 
may  take  a  position  on  a  ballot  measure. 
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•  What  is  an  objective  and  impartial  presentation? 

Courts  will  evaluate  materials  prepared  or  distributed  by  a  public  entity  in  terms  of 
whether  they  make  a  balanced  presentation  of  facts  designed  to  enhance  the  ability  of  the  voters 
intelligently  to  exercise  their  right  to  vote,  or  whether  the  communications  promote  a  particular 
position  for  or  against  a  ballot  measure.  City  officers  and  employees  who  are  considering 
providing  the  public  with  an  informational  presentation  regarding  a  ballot  measure  should 
consult  in  advance  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office. 

•  What  are  the  penalties  for  violating  the  law? 

Courts  may  impose  considerable  penalties  for  violation  of  these  laws.  Under  State  law, 
misappropriating  public  funds  is  a  felony  punishable  by  imprisonment  and  a  ban  on  holding 
public  office  in  the  State.  Under  local  law,  use  of  City  funds  for  political  or  election  activities 
also  may  be  deemed  official  misconduct  that  justifies  removal  of  a  public  officer,  or  cause  to  fire 
a  public  employee.  The  conduct  of  City  officers  and  employees  also  may  risk  liability  for  the 
City.  For  example,  the  Fair  Political  Practices  Commission  ("FPPC")  fined  the  County  of 
Sacramento  $10,000  for  failing  to  report  the  use  of  public  funds  to  prepare  and  distribute 
pamphlets  on  pending  ballot  measures. 

Off-Duty  Political  Activities  By  City  Officers  and  Employees 

City  officers  and  employees  have  a  First  Amendment  right  to  engage  in  political 
activities  while  off  duty.  As  a  general  rule,  officers  and  employees  may  take  a  public  position,  as 
private  citizens,  on  an  electoral  race  or  a  ballot  measure.  Federal  law  imposes  some  restrictions 
on  the  political  activities  of  local  employees  whose  principal  employment  is  in  connection  with 
federally  funded  activity.  San  Francisco  also  restricts  the  off-duty  political  activities  of  certain 
officers  and  employees,  including  the  Ethics  and  Election  Commissions  and  their  employees,  and 
the  City  Attorney.  Finally,  local  law  imposes  some  off-duty  restrictions  on  all  City  officers  and 
employees. 

•  May  City  officers  and  employees  use  their  official  titles  in  campaign 


As  long  as  they  are  not  otherwise  using  City  resources  to  do  so,  City  officers  and 
employees  may  use  their  official  titles  in  campaign  communications.  But  it  must  be  clear  from 
the  tenor  and  nature  of  the  communication  that  the  City  officer  or  employee  is  making  the 
communication  in  his  or  her  personal  capacity  and  that  his  or  her  title  is  being  used  for 
identification  purposes  only. 


•  May  City  officers  and  employees  solicit  campaign  contributions  from  other  City 


City  officers  and  employees  may  not  directly  or  indirectly  solicit  campaign  contributions 
from  other  City  officers  or  employees  or  from  persons  on  City  employment  lists.  This 
prohibition  does  not  preclude  a  City  officer  or  employee  from  requesting  campaign  contributions 


communications? 


officers  and  employees? 
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from  other  City  officers  or  employees  if  the  request  is  part  of  a  solicitation  made  to  a  significant 
segment  of  the  public  that  may  include  officers  or  employees  of  the  City  and  the  requestor  does 
not  use  City  resources  in  making  the  solicitation. 

Example.  An  incumbent  City  officer  sends  an  invitation  to  a 
fundraiser  to  a  list  of  all  graduates  from  the  local  college  she 
attended.  A  number  of  City  employees,  who  also  happened  to 
attend  that  college,  receive  invitations.  Although  the  officer  sent 
the  solicitation  to  some  City  employees,  the  solicitation  is  lawful 
because  it  was  made  to  a  significant  segment  of  the  public  that 
included  City  employees. 

•  May  City  officers  and  employees  engage  in  political  activities  on  City  premises? 

City  officers  and  employees  may  not  participate  in  political  activities  of  any  kind  while 
on  City  premises.  For  the  purposes  of  this  prohibition,  the  term  "City  premises"  includes  all  City 
property  other  than  property  that  is  made  available  to  the  general  public  to  use  for  political 
purposes. 

Example.  A  City  employee  seeks  endorsements  for  the 
employee's  candidacy  for  a  political  party's  central  committee  in 
the  hallways  of  City  Hall.  This  activity  violates  the  ban  on 
political  activity  on  City  premises  because  it  is  being  done  inside 
City  Hall,  which  is  City  property  that  is  not  made  available  to  the 
general  public  for  political  purposes.  Conversely,  if  the  City 
employee  engages  in  this  same  activity  on  the  steps  of  City  Hall, 
the  employee  would  not  violate  the  ban  on  political  activity 
because  the  steps  of  City  Hall  are  made  available  to  the  general 
public  to  use  for  political  purposes. 

•  May  City  officers  and  employees  engage  in  political  activities  while  in  uniform? 

City  officers  and  employees  may  not  participate  in  political  activates  of  any  kind  while  in 
uniform.  For  the  purposes  of  this  prohibition,  a  City  officer  or  employee  is  in  uniform  any  time 
he  or  she  is  wearing  all  or  any  part  of  a  uniform  that  he  or  she  is  required  or  authorized  to  wear 
when  engaged  in  official  duties. 

•  What  are  the  penalties  for  violating  these  laws? 

A  knowing  or  willful  violation  of  these  laws  is  a  misdemeanor,  which  could  result  in 
fines  of  up  to  $10,000  per  violation  and  incarceration  in  the  county  jail  for  up  to  one  year. 
Violations  of  these  laws  may  also  subject  an  individual  to  civil  and  administrative  penalties  of  up 
to  55,000  per  violation. 


OTHER  ELECTION  RELATED  LAWS 


The  following  laws  frequently  present  questions  during  an  election  period: 
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Mass  Mailings  at  Public  Expense 


In  addition  to  the  general  prohibition  against  using  public  resources  or  personnel  to 
engage  in  political  activity,  City  officers  and  employees  are  prohibited  from  sending  at  public 
expense,  non-political  newsletters  or  mass  mailings  that  feature  or  make  reference  to  an  elected 
official.  A  non-political  newsletter  or  mass  mailing  is  prohibited  if  all  of  the  following  four 
requirements  are  met: 

•  Sent  or  delivered.  The  item  is  sent  or  delivered  by  any  means  to  the  recipient  at  his  or 
her  residence,  place  of  employment  of  business,  or  post  office  box. 

•  Features  an  elected  official.  The  item  sent  either  features  an  elected  officer  affiliated 
with  the  agency  that  produces  or  sends  the  mailing,  or  includes  the  name,  office,  photograph,  or 
other  reference  to  an  elected  officer  affiliated  with  the  agency  that  produces  or  sends  the  mailing, 
and  is  prepared  or  sent  in  cooperation,  consultation,  coordination,  or  concert  with  the  elected 


•  Paid  for  with  public  funds.  Any  of  the  cost  of  distribution  is  paid  for  with  public 
moneys  or  costs  of  design,  production,  and  printing  exceeding  $50  are  paid  with  public  money, 
and  the  design,  production,  or  printing  is  done  with  the  intent  of  sending  the  item  other  than  as 
permitted  by  this  regulation. 

•  More  than  200  items  in  a  single  month.  More  than  200  substantially  similar  items  are 
sent  in  a  single  calendar  month. 

Taken  literally,  this  prohibition  would  preclude  any  large  mailing  at  public  expense, 
including  many  mailings  essential  to  the  operation  of  government,  such  as  tax  notices,  sample 
ballots,  and  meeting  agendas.  To  avoid  this  result,  the  FPPC  has  promulgated  clarifying 
regulations  that  exempt  certain  types  of  mailings.  For  example,  the  prohibition  does  not  apply  to 
press  releases  and  intra-office  communications.  Please  check  with  the  City  Attorney's  office  if 
you  have  any  questions  about  the  mass  mailing  rule. 


In  addition  to  generally  applicable  campaign  finance  laws,  City  officials  should  be  aware 
of  two  important  restrictions  on  campaign  contributions  that  relate  to  government 
decisionmaking.  The  first  is  San  Francisco's  restriction  on  City  contractors  making  contributions 
to  officials  who  approve  their  contracts.  The  second  is  California  Government  Code  section 
84308,  which  restricts  the  solicitation  of  campaign  contributions  by  appointed  members  of 
boards  and  commissions.  These  two  provisions  are  discussed  below. 

•  May  a  City  contractor  give  a  campaign  contribution  to  a  public  official  who 
approves  the  contract? 


officer. 


Campaign  Contributions 


Local  law  restricts  the  ability  of  a  person  or  entity  that  contracts  with  the  City  to  make  a 
campaign  contribution  to  a  City  elective  officer  if  the  contract  would  require  approval  by  that 
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officer.  The  contractor  may  not  make  a  campaign  contribution  to  the  officer  at  any  time  from  the 
commencement  of  negotiations  for  the  contract  until  either:  (1)  negotiations  are  terminated  and 
no  contract  is  awarded;  or  (2)  three  months  have  elapsed  since  the  award  of  the  contract. 

•  May  members  of  appointed  boards  and  commissions  solicit  contributions  from 
persons  in  a  proceeding  pending  before  them? 

Members  of  appointed  boards  and  commissions  may  not  solicit,  accept  or  direct 
campaign  contributions  of  more  than  $250  from  any  party  to  or  participant  in  any  use  entitlement 
proceeding  pending  before  the  board  or  commission,  during  the  proceeding  or  for  three  months 
after  the  final  decision  is  rendered  in  the  proceeding.  The  prohibition  does  not  apply  to  a  body, 
such  as  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  whose  entire  membership  is  elected.  But  the  prohibition 
would  apply  to  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  when  they  sit  as  members  of  an  appointed 
body. 

This  rule  applies  whether  the  contributions  are  sought  for  the  official  or  for  someone  else, 
and  whether  the  contributions  come  directly  from  the  party  or  participant,  or  are  made  by  an 
agent  acting  on  behalf  of  the  party  or  participant.  The  prohibition  applies  to  contributions  for 
candidates  or  ballot  measures  in  federal,  state,  or  local  elections. 

An  official  does  not  violate  this  rule  if  the  official  makes  a  request  for  contributions  in  a 
mass  mailing  sent  to  members  of  the  public,  to  a  public  gathering,  in  a  newspaper,  on  radio  or 
television,  or  in  any  other  mass  medium,  provided  it  is  not  targeted  to  persons  who  appear  before 
the  board  or  commission.  An  official  does  not  engage  in  a  solicitation  solely  because  his  or  her 
name  is  printed  with  other  names  on  stationery  or  letterhead  used  to  ask  for  contributions. 

•  What  is  a  "use  entitlement  proceeding?" 

A  "use  entitlement  proceeding'"  is  a  government  action  granting,  denying,  revoking, 
restricting  or  modifying  a  license,  permit,  or  other  entitlement  for  use.  Use  entitlement 
proceedings  include  proceedings  on  all  business,  professional,  trade  and  land  use  licenses  and 
permits,  as  well  as  other  entitlements  for  land  use,  all  contracts  (other  than  competitively  bid, 
labor  or  personal  employment  contracts)  and  all  franchises.  Decisions  on  general  plans,  general 
building  or  development  standards,  or  other  rules  of  general  application  are  not  use  entitlement 
proceedings. 

•  Who  is  a  party  or  participant? 

A  "party"  is  a  person,  including  a  business  entity,  who  files  an  application  for,  or  is  the 
subject  of  a  use  entitlement  proceeding.  A  "participant"  is  any  person  who  is  not  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  but  who:  (I)  actively  supports  or  opposes  a  particular  decision  (i.e.,  lobbies  the 
officers  or  employees  of  the  agency,  testifies  in  person  before  the  agency,  or  otherwise  acts  to 
influence  the  decision  of  the  officers  of  the  agency);  and  (2)  has  a  financial  interest  in  the 
decision.  An  "agent"  is  an  individual  who  represents  a  party  or  participant  in  a  proceeding.  If  an 
individual  agent  is  also  acting  as  a  member  of  a  law,  architectural,  engineering  or  consulting 
firm,  or  a  similar  entity,  both  the  entity  and  the  individual  are  considered  agents. 
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•  When  is  a  member  of  an  appointed  board  or  commission  disqualified  from 
proceedings  involving  a  contributor? 

A  member  of  an  appointed  board  or  commission  may  not  participate  in  any  use 
entitlement  proceeding  involving  a  party  or  participant  (or  their  agent)  from  whom  the  official 
received  a  contribution  of  more  than  S250  in  the  12  months  before  the  proceeding.  The  S250 
threshold  applies  to  the  combined  total  of  all  contributions  from  the  party  or  participant  and  from 
an  agent  of  the  party  or  participant.  Disqualification  is  required  only  if  the  official  received  a 
contribution  for  himself  or  herself  in  the  12  months  before  the  proceeding.  Soliciting 
contributions  before  a  proceeding  begins  does  not,  by  itself,  require  disqualification. 

A  member  of  an  appointed  board  or  commission  may  avoid  disqualification  if  he  or  she 
returns  the  contribution  (or  the  portion  in  excess  of  $250)  within  30  days  of  learning  of  the 
contribution  and  the  pendency  of  a  use  entitlement  proceeding  involving  the  contributor.  Before 
the  body  renders  a  decision  in  a  use  entitlement  proceeding,  members  of  appointed  boards  and 
commissions  must  disclose  on  the  record  all  campaign  contributions  totaling  more  than  $250 
received  in  the  preceding  12  months  from  parties  to  or  participants  in  the  proceeding.  If  there  is 
a  public  hearing,  the  official  must  make  the  disclosure  on  the  public  record  at  the  beginning  of 
the  hearing.  If  no  public  hearing  is  held,  the  disclosure  must  be  included  in  the  written  record  of 
the  proceeding. 
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NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  SEPTEMBER  22, 2006 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  following  provision  in  Article 
VIII  -  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  is  proposed  for  amendment  and  Article  VIII  -  Section 
7  is  proposed  for  addition  as  follows: 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  three_standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  and  (2)  Funding, 
and  (31  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the 
Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San 
Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of  January,  March, 
May,  July,  September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the 
meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet 
monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m..  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in _S_an  Francisco.  This  information 
shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct  individual  site  visits, 
complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are  received,  and  vote 
on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  \twi\\ 
prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to 
the  full  Council  for  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  August  24,  2006. 
Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary 
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URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
BYLAWS 


Article  I  -  Identification 

Section  1:  Name 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  2:  Compliance  with  Applicable  Laws 

The  Council  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Ralph 
M.  Brown  Act  (Cal.  Government  Code  Section  54950  et  seq.)  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1  et  seq.)  in  publishing  notices, 
agendas,  and  minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions.  Where  publication  or  posting 
on  a  website  is  required,  the  Council  shall  use  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  website. 


Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 

Section  1 :  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees  by  promoting  a  healthy  and  sustainable  urban  forest  that  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans  while  ensuring  public  health  and  safety  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter 
12  Sec.  1200(b)).  The  Council  will  carry  out  the  duties  specified  in  the  ordinance  so  as  to  protect 
the  community  interest  and  ensure  that  San  Francisco  realizes  the  full  range  of  tree  benefits  into 
the  future  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1200(a)). 


Article  III  -  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  1:  Number 

The  Council  membership  consists  of  fifteen  representatives  from  local,  state  and  federal 
agencies,  non-governmental  organizations,  technical  experts  and  the  public.  City  Department 
Heads,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  appoint  council  members  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(a)). 

Section  2:  Term  of  Appointment 

Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if  re- 
appointed by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  by  ordinance.  The  body 
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that  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(b)). 

Section  3 :  Compensation 

Council  members  shall  serve  without  compensation  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code 
Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(g)). 

Section  4:  Purpose  and  Responsibilities 

(1)  Develop,  adopt,  and  update  a  long-term  comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  that  assists  with 
the  formulation  of  legislation  and  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  public  and  private 
trees. 

The  plan  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

a)  An  inventory  of  physical  resources  and  existing  programs. 

b)  The  results  of  an  assessment  of  the  general  public  and  San  Francisco  decision  makers  that 
reflects  opinions  on  the  state  and  future  of  the  urban  forest. 

c)  A  benefit/cost  analysis. 

d)  Recommendations  for  future  policy,  operational  and  legislative  actions. 

e)  Best  Management  Practices 

(2)  Facilitate  coordination  among  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities. 

a)  Advise  the  Mayor,  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban 
forest  concerns. 

b)  Review  project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements 
and  changes  to  the  public  right-of-way  as  they  may  impact  trees.  Based  on  its  review,  the 
Council  shall  make  recommendations  regarding  these  projects  to  the  Planning  Department 
and  other  affected  agencies. 

c)  Notify  and  involve  public  agencies  when  issues  relate  to  trees  on  lands  under  their 
jurisdiction. 

d)  Advise  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities  in  their  efforts  to  incorporate  and 
follow  the  Urban  Forestry  plan  guidelines,  best  management  practices,  and  other  Council 
recommendations  and  policies. 

e)  Facilitate  the  cooperative  interaction  of  tree-related  activities  among  various  City,  State, 
and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  among  businesses,  public  utilities,  non-profit  organizations, 
and  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 

a)  Prepare  or  facilitate  the  plans  and  reports  as  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance. 

i)  The  Council  shall  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  September  1st  of 
each  year  regarding  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 


2 


ii)  City  agencies  and  any  non-profit  organizations  that  accept  city  funding  shall  report  to 
the  Council  no  later  than  June  30  of  each  year.  Other  public  entities  also  are  urged  to 
submit  reports  to  the  Council  regarding  the  trees  that  they  manage. 

(4)  Ensure  adherence  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Policies,  Guidelines  or  Standards. 

a)  City  agencies  that  do  not  adhere  to  the  policies,  guidelines,  or  standards  outlined  in  the 
Urban  Forestry  Plan  or  best  management  practices  shall  explain  their  reasoning  at  a  public 
hearing  before  the  Council. 

b)  Enforce  procedures  to  address  the  Council  in  the  public  hearing  process. 


(5)  Foster  Public  Education  and  Outreach 


a)  Encourage  early  and  continuous  public  participation  in  urban  forest  projects  and  programs 
that  includes  consideration  of  neighborhood  interests. 

b)  Provide  at  designated  Council  meetings  for  a  regular  forum  that  follows  an  agenda  of 
scheduled  topics  for  public  discussion  of  urban  forest  issues. 

c)  Serve  as  a  clearinghouse  for  information  related  to  the  urban  forest  through  the  Department 
of  the  Environment. 

(6)  Develop  and  Promote  Best  Management  Practices 

a)  Develop  and  adopt  tree  planting  and  maintenance  standards. 

b)  Establish  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
valuable  trees  on  public  and  private  property.  The  program  shall  propose  administrative 
procedures  and  a  tree  removal  appeal  process  for  landmark/heritage  trees. 

c)  Adopt  guidelines  for  protecting  trees  during  project  design  and  construction. 

(7)  Funding  Assessment 

a)  Identify  funding  and  staffing  needs  and  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs. 

b)  Help  secure  and  encourage  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs. 

c)  Develop  and  adopt  a  city-wide  budget  for  the  health  and  well-being  of  San  Francisco's 
urban  forest. 


Section  5:  Excused  Absences 


If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused  absence.  If  the 
Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note  that  the  absence  is 
unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is  critical  to  the  Council's 
ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three  (3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council 
or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year,  whether  those  absences  are  excused  or 
unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the  Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority 
to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a  replacement  member. 
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Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 


Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Article  IV  -  Officers 

Section  1:  Officers 

The  officers  of  the  Council  are  a  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  The  Chair  and  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Council. 

Section  2:  Term  of  Office 

The  term  of  each  office  shall  be  one  year. 

Section  3:  Nomination  and  Election  of  Officers 

A.  Elections  for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each 
year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in 
running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific 
office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

B.  If  the  office  of  the  Chair  is  vacated  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  the  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  as  Chair  until  the  next  regular  meeting.  The  Council  shall  conduct  an  election  for  Chair  at 
the  next  regular  meeting  to  fill  the  vacancy.  If  the  Vice-Chair  is  elected  as  Chair,  there  shall  be 
an  election  for  a  new  Vice-Chair  at  that  meeting.  If  the  office  of  Vice-Chair  is  vacated  before  the 
expiration  of  a  term,  it  shall  remain  vacant  until  the  next  regular  meeting,  at  which  time  an 
election  shall  be  held.  Any  Council  members  nominated  at  a  meeting  at  which  a  special  election 
is  held  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

Section  4:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Chair 

The  Chair  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Chair,  working  with  the 
Council  staff,  shall  oversee  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the  agenda  for  all  Council 
meetings.  The  Chair  shall  be  accountable  to  the  Council  as  a  whole  in  setting  policy  and  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the  Council.  The  Chair  (and/or  his/her 
designee)  shall  serve  as  the  liaison  to  the  media  and  the  other  departments,  agencies  and 
commissions  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  necessary. 

Section  5:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Vice-Chair 

The  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  and  responsibilities  that  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Chair.  In  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chair,  the  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  as 
described  above,  in  Section  4  of  this  article. 
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Article  V  -  Council  Staff 


Section  1 :  Council  Coordinator 

A  coordinator  from  the  Department  of  the  Environment  who  is  hired  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  shall  staff  the  Council.  The  Coordinator  shall  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Coordinator's  responsibilities  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Fundraising; 

(2)  Developing  and  drafting  guidelines  for  adoption; 

(3)  Preparing  staff  and  annual  reports; 

(4)  Coordinating  with  other  agencies;  and 

(5)  Compiling  information  from  local  governmental  agencies  to  track  their  budgets,  and  to 
develop  an  annual  city-wide  tree  management  budget  for  reporting  purposes  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1208(a)). 

Section  2:  Council  Secretary 

The  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  include  a  Council  Secretary,  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  The  Council  Secretary  shall 
attend  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  Under  the  supervision  of  the  Chair,  the  Council  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  the  proper  recording  and  distribution  of  all  Council  actions,  correspondence,  and 
agendas,  and  ensuring  that  the  Council  meetings  are  properly  publicly  noticed  and  held  at 
locations  which  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities. 

Section  3:  Legal  Advisor 

The  City  Attorney,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  be  the  legal  advisor  to  the  Council.  If  the 
City  Attorney  determines  in  writing  that  he  or  she  cannot,  consistent  with  the  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct,  provide  advice  sought  by  the  Council,  the  City  Attorney  may  recommend 
that  the  Council  retain  outside  counsel. 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 

Section  1 :  Quorum 

At  all  meetings  of  the  Council,  the  presence  of  a  majority  of  membership  shall  constitute 
a  quorum.  The  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  shall  be  required  for  the  approval  of 
any  matter.  Therefore,  based  on  the  original  membership  of  fifteen,  eight  members  constitute  a 
quorum.  Likewise,  eight  affirmative  votes  are  required  for  the  approval  of  any  matter. 

Section  2:  Public  Participation 

The  Council  shall  hold  meetings  open  to  the  public  and  encourage  the  participation  of  interested 
persons.  Each  person  wishing  to  speak  on  an  item  before  the  Council  shall  be  permitted  to  be  heard. 
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The  total  time  for  public  comments  may  be  limited  by  the  Chair  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance.  Each  agenda  for  meetings  shall  provide  an  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  directly  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  to  the  public  that  are  within  the  Council's 
jurisdiction.  The  Public  Comment  opportunity  shall  appear  on  the  agenda  after  "New  Business";  except 
that,  at  the  Chair's  discretion,  the  Public  Comment  can  be  heard  earlier  in  the  agenda. 

Section  3:  Meeting  Minutes 

Minutes  shall  be  taken  at  every  regular  and  special  Council  meeting  and  shall  be 
approved  by  the  majority  vote  of  the  Council. 

Section  4:  Records  Retention 

The  Council  shall  utilize  the  Department  of  Environment's  record  retention  and 
destruction  policy. 

Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th 
Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in 
February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted 
on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 

Section  6:  Notice  of  Meetings 

Notices  and  agendas  of  all  regular  and  special  Council  and  committee  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library  and  mailed  to  each  Council  member  and  any  person 
who  files  a  written  request  for  such  notice  with  the  Council.  Notice  of  regular  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  least  72  hours  before  the  meeting.  Notice  of  special  meetings  shall  be  posted  at  least  24 
hours  before  the  meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  special  meeting  held  at  a  location  other  than  the 
regular  Council  meeting  place,  1 5  days  notice  shall  be  provided. 

Section  7:  Closed  Sessions 

The  Council  is  authorized  to  hold  closed  (non-public)  sessions  at  regular  and  special 
meetings  as  provided  by  law. 

Section  8:  Special  Meetings 

The  Chair  of  the  Council  may  call  special  meetings  to  address  specific  matters.  Such 
special  meetings  shall  be  properly  noticed  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  ordinances. 
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Article  VII  -  Voting 


Section  1 :  Voting  and  Abstention 

Each  member  present  at  a  Council  or  committee  meeting  shall  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  when  a 
question  is  put,  unless  excused  from  voting  by  a  motion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  members  present, 
or  unless  the  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest  which  legally  precludes  participation  in  the  vote. 
Whether  a  Council  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest,  which  precludes  participation  in  a  vote,  is 
determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  in  consultation  with  a  legal  advisor  from 
the  City  Attorney's  office. 


Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  1 :  Membership  of  Committees 

The  Council  and/or  the  Chair,  at  his  or  her  discretion,  may  establish  committees  to 
perform  tasks  or  functions  as  necessary.  The  Chair  will  appoint  committee  members  and 
committee  chairpersons  for  a  specified  period  of  time. 

Section  2:  Committee  Meetings 

Committees  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws  in  publishing  notices,  agendas,  and 
minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions. 

Section  3:  Committee  Quorum 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  a  committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 
Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  twe  three  standing  committees:  ( 1 )  Planning  and  Policy;  and  (2)  Funding, 
and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- 
recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the 
Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San 
Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of  January,  March, 
May,  July,  September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the 
meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet 
monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information 
shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 
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Section  5:  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 


The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements  and  changes  of 
the  public  right  of  way  as  they  impact  trees.  The  Committee  shall  examine  and  make  policy 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  other  urban  forest  and  tree  issues.  It  will  make 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  facilitating  an  assessment  (inventory)  of  the  current 
condition  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  navigating  and  overseeing  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Moreover,  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  outline  and  draft  an  overall  plan  for  the  health  and  well 
being  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  within  one  year  of  the  committee's  creation,  for  approval 
and  adoption  by  the  full  Council.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  review  the  Urban 
Forestry  Plan  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to 
the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  6:  The  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on  funding 
opportunities  and  staffing  needs,  on  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs  and  on  securing  and 
encouraging  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs.  The  committee  will  also 
review  urban  forestry  program  budget  priorities  and  make  recommendations  about  Urban 
Forestry  funding  requirements  to  the  full  Council;  investigate  and  pursue  funding  options  for 
various  urban  forestry  activities;  and  determine  whether  there  are  opportunities  to  improve 
efficiency  and  eliminate  possible  redundancies  among  managing  agencies  through  citywide 
coordination  of  tree  operations.  Moreover,  the  Funding  Committee  will  develop  a  citywide 
budget  for  the  health  and  well  being  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  within  six  months  of  the 
committee's  creation,  for  approval  and  adoption  by  the  Full  Council.  The  Funding  Committee 
will  review  the  Urban  Forest  Budget  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter,  and  will  make 
recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the  Council  on. 
nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct  individual  site  visits. 
complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are  received,  and  vote 
on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  will 
prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to 
the  full  Council  for  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 

Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  of  the  Council  or  the  committee  Chair,  and  except  where  the 
Charter  or  other  rules  provide  to  the  contrary,  meetings  shall  be  governed  by  Robert's  Rules  of  Order. 
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Article  X  -  Codes  of  Ethics 


In  accepting  the  Oath  of  Office,  Council  members  shall  maintain  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  They  shall  support  the  mission,  goals  and  objectives  of  the  San 
Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council;  instill  in  the  public  a  sense  of  confidence  about  the  Councils'  conduc 
and  intentions;  uphold  all  laws  and  regulations;  refrain  from  using  their  official  positions  to  secure 
special  advantage  or  benefit  for  themselves  or  others. 

In  order  to  set  the  highest  standards  of  conduct,  and  in  order  to  assure  public  confidence 
in  the  Council's  operations,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  commits  itself  to: 

*  Encouraging  and  promoting  integrity  in  government  by  education  and  example; 

*  Being  accountable  for  its  rules  of  procedure  and  decisions,  and  promoting  accountability 
of  all  members  of  the  Council  and  Department  staff; 

*  Treating  all  Department  staff,  members  of  the  public,  and  colleagues  with  courtesy, 
respect,  objectivity,  and  fairness; 

*  Conducting  all  Council  business  in  a  timely  manner  and  in  public  meetings,  with  full 
disclosure  of  policies,  procedures,  and  decision-making  processes,  except  for  those  matters 
authorized  under  the  Brown  Act  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  to  be  considered  in 
closed  session;  and 

*  Reviewing  its  actions,  recommendations,  and  procedures  periodically  to  determine 
whether  the  Council  has  adhered  to  its  Code  of  Ethics  and  mission  in  all  respects. 

Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 

These  bylaws  shall  be  reviewed  as  necessary  and  may  be  amended  at  any  meeting  of  the 
Council  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Council,  provided  such  proposed  amendments  are  circulated  in 
writing  to  all  Council  members  and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such 
meeting. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

DRAFT  MINUTES 

Friday,  September  22,  2006,  10:00  a.m. 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  0U  ~  2  2006 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  1 0:08  a.m. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair  (10:10  a.m.),  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Marks,  Nervo,  Miller  (10:12  a.m.),  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers  (10:28  a.m.), 
Sacamano,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Member  Costello. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  August  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Member  Griswold  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  August 
22,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Blair, 
Costello,  Miller,  and  Rodgers).  Explanatory  Document:  August  22,  2006  Approved 

Meeting  Minutes  (HTML)  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=45066. 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  will  hold  hearings  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  form,  Letter  from  David  Noyola  on  behalf  of 
Supervisor  Peskin  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Peskinnominationform.PDF.  Letter 

from  Howard  Orringer  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/orrinqerrequest.doc.  Professional 

arborist  report  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ArboristReportReceivedinlv1tq(1).pdf. 

Evaluation  forms  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-f  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Filberttrees1-6.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Grace  Ma 

Explanatory  Document  distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  September  19,  2006  Letter  from 
Mr.  Howard  Orringer,  property  owner  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/orrinqerrequest.doc. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Catharine  Barnes  discussed  the  landmark  tree  hearing  process 
indicating  the  following  procedural  points: 

1 .  Items  can  only  be  heard  when  they  are  on  the  meeting  agenda  and  can  be  taken  off 
the  agenda  by  announcing  that  the  item  will  not  be  heard; 

2.  Decisions  on  tree  nominations  can  only  be  made  when  a  quorum  of  membership  is 
present; 

3.  The  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  provides  for  three  decisions  for  nominating  landmark 
trees: 

■  Approving 

■  Not  approving 

■  Not  being  able  to  decide 

4.  The  Council's  jurisdiction  period  is  within  90  days  of  nomination. 

It  was  advised  that  the  Council  has  the  ability  at  this  meeting  to  either  (1)  take  the  item 
off  the  calendar  without  further  discussion  and  action;  (2)  discuss  the  item  further  and 
take  a  vote  on  the  trees,  or  (3)  take  a  vote  as  to  whether  any  nominations  should  be 
forwarded  to  the  Board  without  further  discussion  as  items  the  Council  was  not  able  to 
reach  a  decision  on. 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  he  had  invited  the  neighbors  who  were  interested  in 
landmarking  the  trees  and  the  property  owner  to  attend  this  meeting,  and  they  had 
advised  him  that  they  had  been  meeting  and  working  together  along  with  the  Russian 
Hill  Neighbors  and  Supervisor  Peskin  towards  a  compromise  beneficial  to  their 
neighborhood.  Chair  Milne  indicated  that  the  Council  did  not  have  to  take  a  vote  on  this 
agenda  item  today  because  in  the  process  it  would  automatically  go  the  Supervisors  and 
that  ratification  would  have  to  be  made  at  the  Supervisor's  level. 
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Member  Boss  inquired  as  to  whether  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  addresses  the 
concept  of  a  landmark  forest  as  opposed  to  a  landmark  tree.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  the  Ordinance  was  written  to  require  that  each  individual  tree  be 
separately  nominated  and  considered.  It  was  advised  that  the  Council  could  determine 
that  one  of  the  criteria  for  landmarking  an  individual  tree  is  the  contribution  of  a  grove  of 
trees. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  (1)  why  this  item  was  placed  back  on  the  agenda  and  (2)  what 
action  can  be  taken  if  the  property  owner  or  a  community  disagree  with  the  Council's 
vote  and  submit  a  letter  requesting  that  it  be  reheard  at  another  meeting. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  indicated  that  (1)  this  item  was  put  on  the  agenda  again 
because  the  Council  never  took  action  that  took  the  matter  out  of  their  jurisdiction.  It 
was  indicated  that  eight  votes  are  required  for  adoption  of  an  action  and  that  eight  votes 
were  not  reached  at  the  August  meeting.  Since  the  issue  was  within  ninety  days  that  the 
nomination  was  made,  the  Council  is  still  within  the  period  where  they  have  jurisdiction 
to  take  action  and  that  is  why  it  was  placed  back  on  the  agenda;  and  (2)  if  eight  votes 
are  obtained  to  landmark  a  tree,  the  Council  has  taken  action  and  it  moves  forward  to 
the  Board.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Council  address  reconsiderations  of  actions  in 
their  Bylaws. 

Member  Blair  inquired  if  there  were  not  eight  votes  taken,  would  that  be  an  action  of 
itself,  or  would  an  action  have  to  be  taken.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  stated  that  an 
action  would  have  to  be  made  or  the  jurisdiction  time  wouid  have  to  expire  (60  days  for  a 
hearing  and  90  days  to  forward  findings  to  the  Board).  It  was  advised  that  the  Council 
would  not  be  able  to  forward  anything  to  the  Board  within  the  90-day  jurisdiction  period  if 
there  was  not  a  majority  vote  to  do  so.  Member  Blair  asked  if  there  was  a  time 
requirement  for  submitting  public  documents  to  the  Council.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  the  Council  adopt  rules  as  to  what  information  and  when  information 
should  be  submitted  for  consideration;  otherwise,  the  public  could  bring  information  up  to 
and  at  the  hearing. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  the  Council,  would  have  to  vote  to  reconsider  an  item.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  recommended  that  rules  be  written  as  to  whether  the  Council  is  able  to 
reconsider  an  action  taken  and  advised  that  the  public  is  able  to  send  correspondence 
requesting  reconsideration. 

The  Council  did  not  consider  this  item  further  at  this  meeting. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Possible  Bylaw  Changes  for  Landmark  Tree 
Committee.  Council  members  reviewed  a  possible  bylaw  change  to  create  a  committee 
to  evaluate  landmark  tree  nominations  and  voted  on  a  bylaw  change.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Final  Resolution  No.  010-06-UFC  adopting  proposed  bylaw  change  and 
Adopted  Bylaws  September  22,  2006 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res010-06- 
UFCAmendBvlawsandBylaws.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 
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Chair  Milne  asked  if  the  meeting  date  could  be  changed  in  the  future.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  advised  that  a  different  time  and  place  could  be  adopted  in  the  future 
through  a  bylaws  change  and  that  without  establishing  a  set  time  and  place,  special 
meetings  would  have  to  be  scheduled  each  time. 

Member  Sacamano  recommended  that  the  Committee  develop  additional  operating 
bylaws.  A  discussion  was  held  about  possible  noticing  requirements  if  a  quorum  of 
members  were  to  conduct  field  visits  of  nominated  trees  at  the  same  time.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  advised  that  if  the  majority  of  the  Committee  were  to  visit  the  site,  it 
would  be  a  special  meeting  that  would  require  noticing  requirements  and  recommended 
that  members  visit  the  site  individually  or  with  less  than  a  quorum  of  members. 
Permission  would  have  to  be  obtained  from  the  property  owner.  It  was  also 
recommended  that  substantial  conversation  with  the  property  owner,  members,  or  public 
advocates  be  minimized  and  heard  at  the  public  meeting. 

Member  Sacamano  advised  the  Council  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would 
provide  individual  forms  and  tree  evaluation  summaries  to  the  Council. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  the  proposed  Bylaws  as  written  would  allow  the  landmark  tree 
nominations  to  be  placed  on  the  Council's  consent  calendar.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  (1)  it  allows  the  Council  to  have  a  public  hearing  at  the  Committee 
level  and  not  again  at  the  full  Council;  and  (2)  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  requires  that  any 
member  of  the  public  would  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  any  tree  separately  before  a 
vote  is  taken  on  the  Committee  recommendation,  in  which  case  the  issue  would  be 
severed  from  the  consent  calendar. 

Member  Sherk  asked  if  the  Council  or  Landmark  Committee  could  discuss  homeowner 
support/incentives  in  order  to  avoid  negative  issues  surrounding  landmarking  of  trees. 
Chair  Milne  asked  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  to  brainstorm  this  issue  and  present  it 
to  the  Council  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes 
advised  that  the  Council  could  make  recommendations  to  the  Board.  Urban  Forestry 
Council  Ma  advised  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  asked  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Analyst  to  look  at  incentives  for  homeowners  to  landmark  their  trees,  and  a  report 
recommended  tax  incentives  for  homeowners,  but  was  not  included  in  the  Landmark 
Ordinance. 

Member  Marks  recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  when  establishing 
their  operating  rules  meet  with  the  Planning  Commission  and  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  on  their  procedures  for  conducting  site  visits. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  the  Committee  not  spend  a  lot  of  time  changing  the 
Landmarks  Ordinance. 

Chair  Milne  asked  that  (1)  the  Council  be  notified  instantaneously  when  a  tree  has  been 
nominated  for  landmark  status;  and  (2)  recommended  developing  procedures  for 
notifying  the  public,  e.g.  posting  at  the  site.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  advised  that 
staff  could  notify  the  Council  of  tree  nominations  without  it  being  a  Sunshine  violation. 
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Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Planning  Department  learns  about  landmark  tree 
nominations  through  the  Board  process  and  a  Department  of  Public  Works  database  of 
existing  landmark  trees.  Member  Rodgers  asked  the  Department  of  the  Environment 
staff  to  create  a  website  of  all  the  trees  that  have  received  landmark  status  and  trees 
that  are  up  for  landmarking  and  to  send  notice  to  the  Planning  Department  and 
Department  of  Building  Inspection.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Ma  stated  that  she 
would  be  working  on  this  effort. 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  notices  be  posted  at  corners  of  the  block  radius. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  recommended  that  noticing  requirements  and  methods  be 
placed  on  the  next  Council  meeting  agenda. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Resolution  No.  010-06- 
UFC  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee,  the  Landmark 
Tree  Committee  was  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Member  Costello). 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Appointments  for  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 
Council  members  discussed  appointing  people  to  a  landmark  tree  committee 
(Explanatory  document:  Planning  Committee  comments  on  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/PlanninqCmteCommentsLandm 
mte.doc). 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  the  Council  Chair  makes  appointments  without  a  ratification 
process.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  confirmed  that  Article  VIII  states  that  the  Chair 
will  appoint  Committee  members  and  Committee  Chairpersons. 

Chair  Milne  appointed  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert  and  Sustarich  to  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  for  one-year  terms.  A  Council  Chair  would  be  selected  in  the 
future. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  The  Council  discussed  creating  and  adopting 
a  policy  and  future  bylaws  change  amendment  regarding  members'  attendance  at 
Council  Meetings  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  502-06 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supporting/2006/r0502- 
06BoardCommission%20Attendance.pdfi. 

Presenter:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  read  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  502-06  urging 
each  City  board,  commission,  or  advisory  body  to  adopt  an  internal  policy  regarding 
members'  attendance  at  meetings  of  the  body,  and  requesting  each  body  to  submit  a 
copy  of  its  policy  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  December  1,  2006.  Council  members 
requested  that  the  Council  Secretary  submit  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  outlining 
its  attendance  policy  as  indicated  in  the  Council's  Bylaws  Article  III,  Section  5:  "Excused 
Absences"  and  to  indicate  that  yearly  attendance  reports  would  be  submitted  with  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council's  Annual  Report  before  September  1  of  each  calendar  year. 
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8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Status  Report:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry 
Council  Associate  and  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary.  Ms.  Ma  provided  updates  on 
UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding, 
outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Ma  reported  that  (1)  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Coordinator's  position  would  not  be  replaced  this  fiscal  year,  that  she  would  be 
continuing  to  work  with  the  Council  until  her  position  term  limit  of  May  2007,  and  (2)  the 
Council  Secretary  would  continue  in  her  role.  It  was  advised  that  the  Coordinator's 
position  may  be  reclassified  in  the  next  fiscal  year  and  would  report  any  updates. 
Associate  Ma  advised  that  (1)  she  would  report  on  her  work  plan  for  the  next  nine 
months  and  that  funding  would  be  a  main  priority;  and  (2)  the  Pruning  Standards 
workshop  is  scheduled  on  December  13. 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  be  proactive  in  scheduling  agenda  items  and  in 
setting  up  presentations  and  programs.  Council  Secretary  Fish  indicated  that  she  would 
provide  agenda  scheduling  forms  to  the  Council  by  email  and  requested  that  the  forms 
be  emailed  to  her  so  that  agenda  items  can  be  reviewed  with  the  Council  Chair. 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  reported  on  correspondence  received  from  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  (dated  August  23,  2006)  regarding  political  activity  by  City  Officers  and 
Employees. 

9    COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Terry  Milne 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  at  the  September  12,  2006  Special  Meeting  a 
discussion  was  held  about  obtaining  funding  for  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  the 
Council.  It  was  indicated  that  the  previous  funding  structure  had  not  been 
working  and  that  Member  Marks  would  contact  City  Administrator  Ed  Lee's  office 
regarding  a  capital  budget  for  trees.  One  of  the  Committee  members  would 
contact  Board  of  Supervisors  members  about  including  funding  issues 
surrounding  Board  legislation  on  trees. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  October  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Chair  Sacamano  reported  that  at  the  September 
21,  2006  Planning  Committee  meeting  a  discussion  was  held  on  establishing 
landmark  tree  criteria  for  hazard  trees;  and  that  (1)  that  a  determination  of 
whether  a  tree  is  a  hazard  should  be  determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis;  (2)  the 
decision  should  be  with  the  agency  that  has  responsibility  for  the  tree;  and  (3) 
there  should  be  some  kind  of  forum  for  discussion.  Chair  Sacamano  relayed  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  priority  action  steps  selected  at  the  meeting  that  would  be 
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directed  to  the  Funding  Committee.  Planning  Committee  Chair  Sacamano 
discussed  the  Committee's  selection  of  tree  maintenance  as  a  number  one 
priority.  Member  Marks  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee's  Action  Step  9  was 
the  Funding  Committee's  Action  Step  1.  Chair  Milne  discussed  the  Funding 
Committee's  determination  that  action  items  should  be  a  package  that  can  be 
sold. 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  trees  targeted  for  removal  be  replaced  with 
trees  of  equal  value  and  that  the  public  should  be  educated  on  this  effort. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  developing  methods  of  talking  about  maintenance 
in  order  to  shift  the  paradigm  from  not  only  planting,  but  to  maintenance. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  There  were 
no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

11.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Blair  discussed  her  attendance  at  the  Sierra 
Club  Conservation  meeting  this  week  and  noted  that  a  member  stated  that  the  amount 
of  carbon  sequestered  from  leafy  green  ground  cover  sequesters  more  than  a  large  leafy 
green  tree  and  asked  if  Council  Members  had  input  to  support  this  statement.  Member 
Sacamano  stated  that  it  would  be  interesting  to  see  what  material  the  statement  was 
based  on. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  a  Planning  Department  report  on  Urban  Forest  Plan  future  steps 
and  whom  public  comment  should  be  directed  to.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the 
Planning  Department  had  received  $200,000  in  July  of  this  year  to  hire  a  consultant  to 
complete  the  Plan,  and  that  she  would  be  working  to  develop  a  work  program  and  a 
Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  to  procure  a  consultant  by  mid-October.  Member  Rodgers 
discussed  her  vision  of  this  effort  as  part  of  the  Planning  Department's  community 
planning  process  called  "Better  Streets."  The  process  would  include  workshops  on  the 
urban  forest  and  street  trees  as  a  component  of  better  streets.  Development  of  the  plan 
would  then  be  heard  at  a  public  venue  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council.  Member  Rodgers 
indicated  that  she  would  request  that  this  item  be  heard  at  the  Planning  Committee 
meeting  on  October  19  and  then  to  the  full  Council.  It  was  stated  that  public  comment 
could  be  submitted  to  the  Planning  Department  or  Member  Rodgers. 

Associate  Ma  indicated  that  the  public  had  made  comments  on  the  existing  Urban  Forest 
Plan  at  an  Environment  Commission  Policy  Committee  meeting  presentation  of  the  Plan. 
The  public  was  advised  to  forward  comments  to  the  Council  who  would  forward  the 
comments  to  the  Planning  Department. 

Member  Blair  (1)  thanked  the  Department  of  Public  Works  for  the  clean  and  green 
planting  in  District  3  and  (2)  expressed  her  concern  with  leaves  turning  brown  on  trees 
planted  on  Columbus  Street.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  the  trees  got  water 
stress,  and  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  is  correcting  the  problem.  Member  Blair 
asked  when  DPW  would  be  using  structured  soil  for  tree  planting.  Member  Sacamano 
indicated  that  this  topic  could  be  further  discussed  in  the  future. 
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Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  that  (1)  nursery  stakes  are  being  left  on  the  new 
tree  plantings  on  Junipera  Serra;  and  (2)  that  trees  on  Portola  are  exhibiting  shadowing 
and  trees  on  Junipera  Serra  may  also  exhibit  shadowing.  Member  Sacamano  stated  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  tries  to  leave  the  nursery  stakes  on  for  at  least  a  year  in 
order  to  protect  the  tree,  but  stakes  will  be  taken  off. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:53  a.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  _meeting.asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  4 1 5-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Adopted: 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

APPROVED  MINUTES 

Friday,  September  22,  2006,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1.  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:08  a. m 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair  (10:10  a.m.),  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold, 
Habert,  Marks,  Nervo,  Miller  (10:12  a.m.),  Milne,  Quirke,  Rodgers  (10:28  a.m.), 
Sacamano,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Member  Costello. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  August  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  motion  by  Member  Griswold  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  August 
22,  2006  meeting  minutes  were  approved  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Members  Blair, 
Costello,  Miller,  and  Rodgers).  Explanatory  Document:  August  22,  2006  Approved 

Meeting  Minutes  (HTML)  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=45066. 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Hearings  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The 
Council  will  hold  hearings  to  determine  whether  each  tree  nominated  at  each  of  the 
following  addresses  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees: 

a.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

b.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

c.  Monterey  cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

d.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

e.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1 141-1 145  Filbert  Street 

f.  Blackwood  acacia  (Acacia  melanoxylon),  1141-1 145  Filbert  Street 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
each  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will 
forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  form,  Letter  from  David  Noyola  on  behalf  of 
Supervisor  Peskin  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmenymeetinqs/ufc/supportinq  Letter 

from  Howard  Orringer  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/orrinqerrequest.doc.  Professional 

arborist  report  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ArboristReportReceivedinMtq(1).pdf. 

Evaluation  forms  on  landmark  tree  nominations  a-f  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Filberttrees1-6.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Grace  Ma 

Explanatory  Document  distributed  in  Council  Meeting:  September  19,  2006  Letter  from 
Mr.  Howard  Orringer,  property  owner  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqbv.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/orrinqerrequest.doc. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Catharine  Barnes  discussed  the  landmark  tree  hearing  process 
indicating  the  following  procedural  points: 

1 .  Items  can  only  be  heard  when  they  are  on  the  meeting  agenda  and  can  be  taken  off 
the  agenda  by  announcing  that  the  item  will  not  be  heard; 

2.  Decisions  on  tree  nominations  can  only  be  made  when  a  quorum  of  membership  is 
present; 

3.  The  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  provides  for  three  decisions  for  nominating  landmark 
trees: 

■  Approving 

■  Not  approving 

■  Not  being  able  to  decide 

4.  The  Council's  jurisdiction  period  is  within  90  days  of  nomination. 

It  was  advised  that  the  Council  has  the  ability  at  this  meeting  to  either  (1)  take  the  item 
off  the  calendar  without  further  discussion  and  action;  (2)  discuss  the  item  further  and 
take  a  vote  on  the  trees,  or  (3)  take  a  vote  as  to  whether  any  nominations  should  be 
forwarded  to  the  Board  without  further  discussion  as  items  the  Council  was  not  able  to 
reach  a  decision  on. 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  he  had  invited  the  neighbors  who  were  interested  in 
landmarking  the  trees  and  the  property  owner  to  attend  this  meeting,  and  they  had 
advised  him  that  they  had  been  meeting  and  working  together  along  with  the  Russian 
Hill  Neighbors  and  Supervisor  Peskin  towards  a  compromise  beneficial  to  their 
neighborhood.  Chair  Milne  indicated  that  the  Council  did  not  have  to  take  a  vote  on  this 
agenda  item  today  because  in  the  process  it  would  automatically  go  the  Supervisors  and 
that  ratification  would  have  to  be  made  at  the  Supervisor's  level. 
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Member  Boss  inquired  as  to  whether  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  addresses  the 
concept  of  a  landmark  forest  as  opposed  to  a  landmark  tree.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  the  Ordinance  was  written  to  require  that  each  individual  tree  be 
separately  nominated  and  considered.  It  was  advised  that  the  Council  could  determine 
that  one  of  the  criteria  for  landmarking  an  individual  tree  is  the  contribution  of  a  grove  of 
trees. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  (1)  why  this  item  was  placed  back  on  the  agenda  and  (2)  what 
action  can  be  taken  if  the  property  owner  or  a  community  disagree  with  the  Council's 
vote  and  submit  a  letter  requesting  that  it  be  reheard  at  another  meeting. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  indicated  that  (1)  this  item  was  put  on  the  agenda  again 
because  the  Council  never  took  action  that  took  the  matter  out  of  their  jurisdiction.  It 
was  indicated  that  eight  votes  are  required  for  adoption  of  an  action  and  that  eight  votes 
were  not  reached  at  the  August  meeting.  Since  the  issue  was  within  ninety  days  that  the 
nomination  was  made,  the  Council  is  still  within  the  period  where  they  have  jurisdiction 
to  take  action  and  that  is  why  it  was  placed  back  on  the  agenda;  and  (2)  if  eight  votes 
are  obtained  to  landmark  a  tree,  the  Council  has  taken  action  and  it  moves  forward  to 
the  Board.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Council  address  reconsiderations  of  actions  in 
their  Bylaws. 

Member  Blair  inquired  if  there  were  not  eight  votes  taken,  would  that  be  an  action  of 
itself,  or  would  an  action  have  to  be  taken.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  stated  that  an 
action  would  have  to  be  made  or  the  jurisdiction  time  would  have  to  expire  (60  days  for  a 
hearing  and  90  days  to  forward  findings  to  the  Board).  It  was  advised  that  the  Council 
would  not  be  able  to  forward  anything  to  the  Board  within  the  90-day  jurisdiction  period  if 
there  was  not  a  majority  vote  to  do  so.  Member  Blair  asked  if  there  was  a  time 
requirement  for  submitting  public  documents  to  the  Council.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  the  Council  adopt  rules  as  to  what  information  and  when  information 
should  be  submitted  for  consideration;  otherwise,  the  public  could  bring  information  up  to 
and  at  the  hearing. 

Chair  Miine  asked  if  the  Council  would  have  to  vote  to  reconsider  an  item.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  recommended  that  rules  be  written  as  to  whether  the  Council  is  able  to 
reconsider  an  action  taken  and  advised  that  the  public  is  able  to  send  correspondence 
requesting  reconsideration. 

The  Council  did  not  consider  this  item  further  at  this  meeting. 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Possible  Bylaw  Changes  for  Landmark  Tree 
Committee.  Council  members  reviewed  a  possible  bylaw  change  to  create  a  committee 
to  evaluate  landmark  tree  nominations  and  voted  on  a  bylaw  change.  (Explanatory 
documents:  Final  Resolution  No.  010-06-uFC  adopting  proposed  byiaw  change  and 
Adopted  Bylaws  September  22,  2006 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res010-06- 
UFCAmendBvlawsandBylaws.pdf) 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 
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Chair  Milne  asked  if  the  meeting  date  could  be  changed  in  the  future.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  advised  that  a  different  time  and  place  could  be  adopted  in  the  future 
through  a  bylaws  change  and  that  without  establishing  a  set  time  and  place,  special 
meetings  would  have  to  be  scheduled  each  time. 

Member  Sacamano  recommended  that  the  Committee  develop  additional  operating 
bylaws.  A  discussion  was  held  about  possible  noticing  requirements  if  a  quorum  of 
members  were  to  conduct  field  visits  of  nominated  trees  at  the  same  time.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Barnes  advised  that  if  the  majority  of  the  Committee  were  to  visit  the  site,  it 
would  be  a  special  meeting  that  would  require  noticing  requirements  and  recommended 
that  members  visit  the  site  individually  or  with  less  than  a  quorum  of  members. 
Permission  would  have  to  be  obtained  from  the  property  owner.  It  was  also 
recommended  that  substantial  conversation  with  the  property  owner,  members,  or  public 
advocates  be  minimized  and  heard  at  the  public  meeting. 

Member  Sacamano  advised  the  Council  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would 
provide  individual  forms  and  tree  evaluation  summaries  to  the  Council. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  the  proposed  Bylaws  as  written  would  allow  the  landmark  tree 
nominations  to  be  placed  on  the  Council's  consent  calendar.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Barnes  advised  that  (1)  it  allows  the  Council  to  have  a  public  hearing  at  the  Committee 
level  and  not  again  at  the  full  Council;  and  (2)  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  requires  that  any 
member  of  the  public  would  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  any  tree  separately  before  a 
vote  is  taken  on  the  Committee  recommendation,  in  which  case  the  issue  would  be 
severed  from  the  consent  calendar. 

Member  Sherk  asked  if  the  Council  or  Landmark  Committee  could  discuss  homeowner 
support/incentives  in  order  to  avoid  negative  issues  surrounding  landmarking  of  trees. 
Chair  Milne  asked  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  to  brainstorm  this  issue  and  present  it 
to  the  Council  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes 
advised  that  the  Council  could  make  recommendations  to  the  Board.  Urban  Forestry 
Council  Ma  advised  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  asked  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Analyst  to  look  at  incentives  for  homeowners  to  landmark  their  trees,  and  a  report 
recommended  tax  incentives  for  homeowners,  but  was  not  included  in  the  Landmark 
Ordinance. 

Member  Marks  recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  when  establishing 
their  operating  rules  meet  with  the  Planning  Commission  and  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  on  their  procedures  for  conducting  site  visits. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  the  Committee  not  spend  a  lot  of  time  changing  the 
Landmarks  Ordinance. 

Chair  Milne  asked  that  (1)  the  Council  be  notified  instantaneously  when  a  tree  has  been 
nominated  for  landmark  status;  and  (2)  recommended  developing  procedures  for 
notifying  the  public,  e.g.  posting  at  the  site.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  advised  that 
staff  could  notify  the  Council  of  tree  nominations  without  it  being  a  Sunshine  violation. 
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Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Planning  Department  learns  about  landmark  tree 
nominations  through  the  Board  process  and  a  Department  of  Public  Works  database  of 
existing  landmark  trees.  Member  Rodgers  asked  the  Department  of  the  Environment 
staff  to  create  a  website  of  all  the  trees  that  have  received  landmark  status  and  trees 
that  are  up  for  landmarking  and  to  send  notice  to  the  Planning  Department  and 
Department  of  Building  Inspection.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Ma  stated  that  she 
would  be  working  on  this  effort. 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  notices  be  posted  at  corners  of  the  block  radius. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  recommended  that  noticing  requirements  and  methods  be 
placed  on  the  next  Council  meeting  agenda. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Resolution  No.  010-06- 
UFC  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee,  the  Landmark 
Tree  Committee  was  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent:  Member  Costello). 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  Appointments  for  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 
Council  members  discussed  appointing  people  to  a  landmark  tree  committee 
(Explanatory  document:  Planning  Committee  comments  on  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/PlanninqCmteCommentsLand 
mte.doc). 

Sponsor:  Terry  Milne 
Presenter:  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  the  Council  Chair  makes  appointments  without  a  ratification 
process.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Barnes  confirmed  that  Article  VIII  states  that  the  Chair 
will  appoint  Committee  members  and  Committee  Chairpersons. 

Chair  Milne  appointed  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert  and  Sustarich  to  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  for  one-year  terms.  A  Council  Chair  would  be  selected  in  the 
future. 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  POSSIBLE  ACTION:  The  Council  discussed  creating  and  adopting 
a  policy  and  future  bylaws  change  amendment  regarding  members'  attendance  at 
Council  Meetings  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  502-06 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploaa'edfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/r0502- 
06BoardCommission%20Attendance.pdf). 

Presenter:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  read  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  502-06  urging 
each  City  board,  commission,  or  advisory  body  to  adopt  an  internal  policy  regarding 
members'  attendance  at  meetings  of  the  body,  and  requesting  each  body  to  submit  a 
copy  of  its  policy  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  December  1 ,  2006.  Council  members 
requested  that  the  Council  Secretary  submit  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  outlining 
its  attendance  policy  as  indicated  in  the  Council's  Bylaws  Article  III,  Section  5:  "Excused 
Absences"  and  to  indicate  that  yearly  attendance  reports  would  be  submitted  with  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council's  Annual  Report  before  September  1  of  each  calendar  year. 
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8.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Status  Report:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry 
Council  Associate  and  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary.  Ms.  Ma  provided  updates  on 
UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding, 
outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Ma  reported  that  (1)  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Coordinator's  position  would  not  be  replaced  this  fiscal  year,  that  she  would  be 
continuing  to  work  with  the  Council  until  her  position  term  limit  of  May  2007,  and  (2)  the 
Council  Secretary  would  continue  in  her  role.  It  was  advised  that  the  Coordinator's 
position  may  be  reclassified  in  the  next  fiscal  year  and  would  report  any  updates. 
Associate  Ma  advised  that  (1)  she  would  report  on  her  work  plan  for  the  next  nine 
months  and  that  funding  would  be  a  main  priority;  and  (2)  the  Pruning  Standards 
workshop  is  scheduled  on  December  13. 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  be  proactive  in  scheduling  agenda  items  and  in 
setting  up  presentations  and  programs.  Council  Secretary  Fish  indicated  that  she  would 
provide  agenda  scheduling  forms  to  the  Council  by  email  and  requested  that  the  forms 
be  emailed  to  her  so  that  agenda  items  can  be  reviewed  with  the  Council  Chair. 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  reported  on  correspondence  received  from  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  (dated  August  23,  2006)  regarding  political  activity  by  City  Officers  and 
Employees. 

9.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair,  Terry  Milne 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  at  the  September  12,  2006  Special  Meeting  a 
discussion  was  held  about  obtaining  funding  for  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  the 
Council.  It  was  indicated  that  the  previous  funding  structure  had  not  been 
working  and  that  Member  Marks  would  contact  City  Administrator  Ed  Lee's  office 
regarding  a  capital  budget  for  trees.  One  of  the  Committee  members  would 
contact  Board  of  Supervisors  members  about  including  funding  issues 
surrounding  Board  legislation  on  trees. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  October  19,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Chair  Sacamano  reported  that  at  the  September 
21,  2006  Planning  Committee  meeting  a  discussion  was  held  on  establishing 
landmark  tree  criteria  for  hazard  trees;  and  that  (1)  that  a  determination  of 
whether  a  tree  is  a  hazard  should  be  determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis;  (2)  the 
decision  should  be  with  the  agency  that  has  responsibility  for  the  tree;  and  (3) 
there  should  be  some  kind  of  forum  for  discussion.  Chair  Sacamano  relayed  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  priority  action  steps  selected  at  the  meeting  that  would  be 
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directed  to  the  Funding  Committee.  Planning  Committee  Chair  Sacamano 
discussed  the  Committee's  selection  of  tree  maintenance  as  a  number  one 
priority.  Member  Marks  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee's  Action  Step  9  was 
the  Funding  Committee's  Action  Step  1.  Chair  Milne  discussed  the  Funding 
Committee's  determination  that  action  items  should  be  a  package  that  can  be 
sold. 

Member  Blair  recommended  that  trees  targeted  for  removal  be  replaced  with 
trees  of  equal  value  and  that  the  public  should  be  educated  on  this  effort. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  developing  methods  of  talking  about  maintenance 
in  order  to  shift  the  paradigm  from  not  only  planting,  but  to  maintenance. 

10.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  There  were 
no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

11.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Member  Blair  discussed  her  attendance  at  the  Sierra 
Club  Conservation  meeting  this  week  and  noted  that  a  member  stated  that  the  amount 
of  carbon  sequestered  from  leafy  green  ground  cover  sequesters  more  than  a  large  leafy 
green  tree  and  asked  if  Council  Members  had  input  to  support  this  statement.  Member 
Sacamano  stated  that  it  would  be  interesting  to  see  what  material  the  statement  was 
based  on. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  a  Planning  Department  report  on  Urban  Forest  Plan  future  steps 
and  whom  public  comment  should  be  directed  to.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the 
Planning  Department  had  received  $200,000  in  July  of  this  year  to  hire  a  consultant  to 
complete  the  Plan,  and  that  she  would  be  working  to  develop  a  work  program  and  a 
Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  to  procure  a  consultant  by  mid-October.  Member  Rodgers 
discussed  her  vision  of  this  effort  as  part  of  the  Planning  Department's  community 
planning  process  called  "Better  Streets."  The  process  would  include  workshops  on  the 
urban  forest  and  street  trees  as  a  component  of  better  streets.  Development  of  the  plan 
would  then  be  heard  at  a  public  venue  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council.  Member  Rodgers 
indicated  that  she  would  request  that  this  item  be  heard  at  the  Planning  Committee 
meeting  on  October  19  and  then  to  the  full  Council.  It  was  stated  that  public  comment 
could  be  submitted  to  the  Planning  Department  or  Member  Rodgers. 

Associate  Ma  indicated  that  the  public  had  made  comments  on  the  existing  Urban  Forest 
Plan  at  an  Environment  Commission  Policy  Committee  meeting  presentation  of  the  Plan. 
The  public  was  advised  to  forward  comments  to  the  Council  who  would  forward  the 
comments  to  the  Planning  Department. 

Member  Blair  (1)  thanked  the  Department  of  Public  Works  for  the  clean  and  green 
planting  in  District  3  and  (2)  expressed  her  concern  with  leaves  turning  brown  on  trees 
planted  on  Columbus  Street.  Member  Sacamano  indicated  that  the  trees  got  water 
stress,  and  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  is  correcting  the  problem.  Member  Blair 
asked  when  DPW  would  be  using  structured  soil  for  tree  planting.  Member  Sacamano 
indicated  that  this  topic  could  be  further  discussed  in  the  future. 
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Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  that  (1)  nursery  stakes  are  being  left  on  the  new 
tree  plantings  on  Junipera  Serra;  and  (2)  that  trees  on  Portola  are  exhibiting  shadowing 
and  trees  on  Junipera  Serra  may  also  exhibit  shadowing.  Member  Sacamano  stated  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  tries  to  leave  the  nursery  stakes  on  for  at  least  a  year  in 
order  to  protect  the  tree,  but  stakes  will  be  taken  off. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:53  a.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.ora/site/sfenvironment_meeting.asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  October  24,  2006 
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1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Council's  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee,  the 

4  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  add  a  new  Standing  Committee 

6  to  be  called  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

7  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

8  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

9  ARTICLE  VIII -COMMITTEES  OCT  -  2  2006 
10              SECTION  4:  Standing  Committees                                      SAN  francisco 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

25  // 


The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy,  (2) 
Funding,  and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning 
and  Policy  Committee  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  City- recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the 
following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall 
meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and 
November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall 
be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in 
San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

// 
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1  Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

2  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the 

3  Council  on  nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct 

4  individual  site  visits,  complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as 

5  nominations  are  received,  and  vote  on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full 

6  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  will  prepare  a  written  summary  of  the 

7  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for 

8  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at  Council 

9  meetings. 

10  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Regular 

1 1  Meeting  on  September  22,  2006. 
12 

14  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
15 

16  VOTE:  Adopted  (14-0)  (1  Absent) 

17  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Habert,  Nervo,  Marks,  Miller,  Quirke, 

18  Sherk,  Rodgers,  Sacamano  and  Sustarich 

19  Noes:  None 

20  Absent:  Member  Costello 
21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
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Bylaws  Adopted  on  September  22,  2006 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
BYLAWS 


Article  I  -  Identification 

Section  1 :  Name 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  2:  Compliance  with  Applicable  Laws 

The  Council  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Ralph 
M.  Brown  Act  (Cal.  Government  Code  Section  54950  et  seq.)  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67. 1  et  seq.)  in  publishing  notices, 
agendas,  and  minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions.  Where  publication  or  posting 
on  a  website  is  required,  the  Council  shall  use  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  website. 

Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 

Section  1 :  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees  by  promoting  a  healthy  and  sustainable  urban  forest  that  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans  while  ensuring  public  health  and  safety  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter 
12  Sec.  1200(b)).  The  Council  will  carry  out  the  duties  specified  in  the  ordinance  so  as  to  protect 
the  community  interest  and  ensure  that  San  Francisco  realizes  the  full  range  of  tree  benefits  into 
the  future  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1200(a)). 

Article  III  -  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  1:  Number 

The  Council  membership  consists  of  fifteen  representatives  from  local,  state  and  federal 
agencies,  non-governmental  organizations,  technical  experts  and  the  public.  City  Department 
Heads,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  appoint  council  members  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(a)). 

Section  2:  Term  of  Appointment 

Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if  re- 
appointed by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  by  ordinance.  The  body 
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that  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(b)). 

Section  3:  Compensation 

Council  members  shall  serve  without  compensation  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code 
Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(g)). 

Section  4:  Purpose  and  Responsibilities 

(1)  Develop,  adopt,  and  update  a  long-term  comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  that  assists  with 
the  formulation  of  legislation  and  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  public  and  private 
trees. 

The  plan  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

a)  An  inventory  of  physical  resources  and  existing  programs. 

b)  The  results  of  an  assessment  of  the  general  public  and  San  Francisco  decision  makers  that 
reflects  opinions  on  the  state  and  future  of  the  urban  forest. 

c)  A  benefit/cost  analysis. 

d)  Recommendations  for  future  policy,  operational  and  legislative  actions. 

e)  Best  Management  Practices 

(2)  Facilitate  coordination  among  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities. 

a)  Advise  the  Mayor,  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban 
forest  concerns. 

b)  Review  project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements 
and  changes  to  the  public  right-of-way  as  they  may  impact  trees.  Based  on  its  review,  the 
Council  shall  make  recommendations  regarding  these  projects  to  the  Planning  Department 
and  other  affected  agencies. 

c)  Notify  and  involve  public  agencies  when  issues  relate  to  trees  on  lands  under  their 
jurisdiction. 

d)  Advise  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities  in  their  efforts  to  incorporate  and 
follow  the  Urban  Forestry  plan  guidelines,  best  management  practices,  and  other  Council 
recommendations  and  policies. 

e)  Facilitate  the  cooperative  interaction  of  tree-related  activities  among  various  City,  State, 
and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  among  businesses,  public  utilities,  non-profit  organizations, 
and  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 

a)  Prepare  or  facilitate  the  plans  and  reports  as  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance. 

i)  The  Council  shall  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  September  1  st  of 
each  year  regarding  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 
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ii)  City  agencies  and  any  non-profit  organizations  that  accept  city  funding  shall  report  to 
the  Council  no  later  than  June  30  of  each  year.  Other  public  entities  also  are  urged  to 
submit  reports  to  the  Council  regarding  the  trees  that  they  manage. 

(4)  Ensure  adherence  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Policies,  Guidelines  or  Standards. 

a)  City  agencies  that  do  not  adhere  to  the  policies,  guidelines,  or  standards  outlined  in  the 
Urban  Forestry  Plan  or  best  management  practices  shall  explain  their  reasoning  at  a  public 
hearing  before  the  Council. 

b)  Enforce  procedures  to  address  the  Council  in  the  public  hearing  process. 

(5)  Foster  Public  Education  and  Outreach 

a)  Encourage  early  and  continuous  public  participation  in  urban  forest  projects  and  programs 
that  includes  consideration  of  neighborhood  interests. 

b)  Provide  at  designated  Council  meetings  for  a  regular  forum  that  follows  an  agenda  of 
scheduled  topics  for  public  discussion  of  urban  forest  issues. 

c)  Serve  as  a  clearinghouse  for  information  related  to  the  urban  forest  through  the  Department 
of  the  Environment. 

(6)  Develop  and  Promote  Best  Management  Practices 

a)  Develop  and  adopt  tree  planting  and  maintenance  standards. 

b)  Establish  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
valuable  trees  on  public  and  private  property.  The  program  shall  propose  administrative 
procedures  and  a  tree  removal  appeal  process  for  landmark/heritage  trees. 

c)  Adopt  guidelines  for  protecting  trees  during  project  design  and  construction. 

(7)  Funding  Assessment 

a)  Identify  funding  and  staffing  needs  and  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs. 

b)  Help  secure  and  encourage  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs. 

c)  Develop  and  adopt  a  city-wide  budget  for  the  health  and  well-being  of  San  Francisco's 
urban  forest. 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused  absence.  If  the 
Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note  that  the  absence  is 
unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is  critical  to  the  Council's 
ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three  (3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council 
or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year,  whether  those  absences  are  excused  or 
unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the  Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority 
to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a  replacement  member. 
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Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 


Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent'from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Article  IV  -  Officers 

Section  1:  Officers 

The  officers  of  the  Council  are  a  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  The  Chair  and  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Council. 

Section  2:  Term  of  Office 

The  term  of  each  office  shall  be  one  year. 

Section  3:  Nomination  and  Election  of  Officers 

A.  Elections  for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each 
year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in 
running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific 
office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

B.  If  the  office  of  the  Chair  is  vacated  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  the  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  as  Chair  until  the  next  regular  meeting.  The  Council  shall  conduct  an  election  for  Chair  at 
the  next  regular  meeting  to  fill  the  vacancy.  If  the  Vice-Chair  is  elected  as  Chair,  there  shall  be 
an  election  for  a  new  Vice-Chair  at  that  meeting.  If  the  office  of  Vice-Chair  is  vacated  before  the 
expiration  of  a  term,  it  shall  remain  vacant  until  the  next  regular  meeting,  at  which  time  an 
election  shall  be  held.  Any  Council  members  nominated  at  a  meeting  at  which  a  special  election 
is  held  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

Section  4:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Chair 

The  Chair  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Chair,  working  with  the 
Council  staff,  shall  oversee  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the  agenda  for  all  Council 
meetings.  The  Chair  shall  be  accountable  to  the  Council  as  a  whole  in  setting  policy  and  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the  Council.  The  Chair  (and/or  his/her 
designee)  shall  serve  as  the  liaison  to  the  media  and  the  other  departments,  agencies  and 
commissions  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  necessary. 

Section  5:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Vice-Chair 

The  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  and  responsibilities  that  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Chair.  In  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chair,  the  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  as 
described  above,  in  Section  4  of  this  article. 
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Article  V  -  Council  Staff 


Section  1 :  Council  Coordinator 

A  coordinator  from  the  Department  of  the  Environment  who  is  hired  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  shall  staff  the  Council.  The  Coordinator  shall  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Coordinator's  responsibilities  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Fundraising; 

(2)  Developing  and  drafting  guidelines  for  adoption; 

(3)  Preparing  staff  and  annual  reports; 

(4)  Coordinating  with  other  agencies;  and 

(5)  Compiling  information  from  local  governmental  agencies  to  track  their  budgets,  and  to 
develop  an  annual  city-wide  tree  management  budget  for  reporting  purposes  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1208(a)). 

Section  2:  Council  Secretary 

The  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  include  a  Council  Secretary,  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  The  Council  Secretary  shall 
attend  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  Under  the  supervision  of  the  Chair,  the  Council  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  the  proper  recording  and  distribution  of  all  Council  actions,  correspondence,  and 
agendas,  and  ensuring  that  the  Council  meetings  are  properly  publicly  noticed  and  held  at 
locations  which  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities. 

Section  3 :  Legal  Advisor 

The  City  Attorney,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  be  the  legal  advisor  to  the  Council.  If  the 
City  Attorney  determines  in  writing  that  he  or  she  cannot,  consistent  with  the  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct,  provide  advice  sought  by  the  Council,  the  City  Attorney  may  recommend 
that  the  Council  retain  outside  counsel. 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 

Section  1:  Quorum 

At  all  meetings  of  the  Council,  the  presence  of  a  majority  of  membership  shall  constitute 
a  quorum.  The  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  shall  be  required  for  the  approval  of 
any  matter.  Therefore,  based  on  the  original  membership  of  fifteen,  eight  members  constitute  a 
quorum.  Likewise,  eight  affirmative  votes  are  required  for  the  approval  of  any  matter. 

Section  2:  Public  Participation 

The  Council  shall  hold  meetings  open  to  the  public  and  encourage  the  participation  of  interested 
persons.  Each  person  wishing  to  speak  on  an  item  before  the  Council  shall  be  permitted  to  be  heard. 
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The  total  time  for  public  comments  may  be  limited  by  the  Chair  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance.  Each  agenda  for  meetings  shall  provide  an  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  directly  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  to  the  public  that  are  within  the  Council's 
jurisdiction.  The  Public  Comment  opportunity  shall  appear  on  the  agenda  after  "New  Business";  except 
that,  at  the  Chair's  discretion,  the  Public  Comment  can  be  heard  earlier  in  the  agenda. 

Section  3:  Meeting  Minutes 

Minutes  shall  be  taken  at  every  regular  and  special  Council  meeting  and  shall  be 
approved  by  the  majority  vote  of  the  Council. 

Section  4:  Records  Retention 

The  Council  shall  utilize  the  Department  of  Environment's  record  retention  and 
destruction  policy. 

Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th 
Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in 
February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted 
on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 

Section  6:  Notice  of  Meetings 

Notices  and  agendas  of  all  regular  and  special  Council  and  committee  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library  and  mailed  to  each  Council  member  and  any  person 
who  files  a  written  request  for  such  notice  with  the  Council.  Notice  of  regular  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  least  72  hours  before  the  meeting.  Notice  of  special  meetings  shall  be  posted  at  least  24 
hours  before  the  meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  special  meeting  held  at  a  location  other  than  the 
regular  Council  meeting  place,  1 5  days  notice  shall  be  provided. 

Section  7:  Closed  Sessions 

The  Council  is  authorized  to  hold  closed  (non-public)  sessions  at  regular  and  special 
meetings  as  provided  by  law. 

Section  8:  Special  Meetings 

The  Chair  of  the  Council  may  call  special  meetings  to  address  specific  matters.  Such 
special  meetings  shall  be  properly  noticed  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  ordinances. 
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Article  VII  -  Voting 


Section  1 :  Voting  and  Abstention 

Each  member  present  at  a  Council  or  committee  meeting  shall  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  when  a 
question  is  put,  unless  excused  from  voting  by  a  motion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  members  present, 
or  unless  the  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest  which  legally  precludes  participation  in  the  vote. 
Whether  a  Council  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest,  which  precludes  participation  in  a  vote,  is 
determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  in  consultation  with  a  legal  advisor  from 
the  City  Attorney's  office. 


Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  1 :  Membership  of  Committees 

The  Council  and/or  the  Chair,  at  his  or  her  discretion,  may  establish  committees  to 
perform  tasks  or  functions  as  necessary.  The  Chair  will  appoint  committee  members  and 
committee  chairpersons  for  a  specified  period  of  time. 

Section  2:  Committee  Meetings 

Committees  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws  in  publishing  notices,  agendas,  and 
minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions. 

Section  3 :  Committee  Quorum 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  a  committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (!)  Planning  and  Policy;  (2)  Funding,  and  (3) 
Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized 
holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of 
the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The 
Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting 
shall  be  held  on  the  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference 
room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on 
the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted 
on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Section  5:  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 

The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements  and  changes  of 
the  public  right  of  way  as  they  impact  trees.  The  Committee  shall  examine  and  make  policy 
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recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  other  urban  forest  and  tree  issues.  It  will  make 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  facilitating  an  assessment  (inventory)  of  the  current 
condition  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  navigating  and  overseeing  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Moreover,  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  outline  and  draft  an  overall  plan  for  the  health  and  well 
being  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  within  one  year  of  the  committee's  creation,  for  approval 
and  adoption  by  the  full  Council.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  review  the  Urban 
Forestry  Plan  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to 
the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  6:  The  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on  funding 
opportunities  and  staffing  needs,  on  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs  and  on  securing  and 
encouraging  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs.  The  committee  will  also 
review  urban  forestry  program  budget  priorities  and  make  recommendations  about  Urban 
Forestry  funding  requirements  to  the  full  Council;  investigate  and  pursue  funding  options  for 
various  urban  forestry  activities;  and  determine  whether  there  are  opportunities  to  improve 
efficiency  and  eliminate  possible  redundancies  among  managing  agencies  through  citywide 
coordination  of  tree  operations.  Moreover,  the  Funding  Committee  will  develop  a  citywide 
budget  for  the  health  and  well  being  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  within  six  months  of  the 
committee's  creation,  for  approval  and  adoption  by  the  Full  Council.  The  Funding  Committee 
will  review  the  Urban  Forest  Budget  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter,  and  will  make 
recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct  individual  site  visits, 
complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are  received,  and  vote 
on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  will 
prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to 
the  full  Council  for  review.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 


Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  of  the  Council  or  the  committee  Chair,  and  except  where  the 
Charter  or  other  rules  provide  to  the  contrary,  meetings  shall  be  governed  by  Robert's  Rules  of  Order. 

Article  X  -  Codes  of  Ethics 

In  accepting  the  Oath  of  Office,  Council  members  shall  maintain  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  They  shall  support  the  mission,  goals  and  objectives  of  the  San 
Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council;  instill  in  the  public  a  sense  of  confidence  about  the  Councils*  conduct 
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and  intentions;  uphold  all  laws  and  regulations;  refrain  from  using  their  official  positions  to  secure 
special  advantage  or  benefit  for  themselves  or  others. 

In  order  to  set  the  highest  standards  of  conduct,  and  in  order  to  assure  public  confidence 
in  the  Council's  operations,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  commits  itself  to: 

*  Encouraging  and  promoting  integrity  in  government  by  education  and  example; 

*  Being  accountable  for  its  rules  of  procedure  and  decisions,  and  promoting  accountability 
of  all  members  of  the  Council  and  Department  staff; 

*  Treating  all  Department  staff,  members  of  the  public,  and  colleagues  with  courtesy, 
respect,  objectivity,  and  fairness; 

*  Conducting  all  Council  business  in  a  timely  manner  and  in  public  meetings,  with  full 
disclosure  of  policies,  procedures,  and  decision-making  processes,  except  for  those  matters 
authorized  under  the  Brown  Act  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  to  be  considered  in 
closed  session;  and 

*  Reviewing  its  actions,  recommendations,  and  procedures  periodically  to  determine 
whether  the  Council  has  adhered  to  its  Code  of  Ethics  and  mission  in  all  respects. 

Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 

These  bylaws  shall  be  reviewed  as  necessary  and  may  be  amended  at  any  meeting  of  the 
Council  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Council,  provided  such  proposed  amendments  are  circulated  in 
writing  to  all  Council  members  and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such 
meeting. 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER  AND  ROLL  CALL 

2.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Regular  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006 
Regular  Meeting.) 

3.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  California  Proposition  84,  Clean  Water,  Parks  & 
Coastal  Protection.  (Explanatory  document:  "Yes  on  Prop  84"  Campaign) 

Sponsor:  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke 
Presenter:  Proposition  84  Representative 

4.  DISCUSSION:  The  Council  will  discuss  incentives  for  landmarking  trees. 

Sponsor  and  Speaker:  Council  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 

5.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  will 
provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding, 
planning,  research,  outreach,  and  related  activities. 

6.  INFORMATION:  Council  Secretary  Report.  Monica  Fish  will  report  on  correspondence 
received  and  distributed  for  this  meeting. 

7    COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  November  16,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  14,  2006  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City 
Hall,  Room  421. 

8.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

9.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 


10  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS 


11.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  ADJOURNMENT 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotf(S>sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 

www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www.sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  IVIonica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 
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Vote  Yes  on  Proposition  84 

[en  espanol] 

California  is  facing  enormous  population  growth  in  the  coming 
years,  with  25  million  new  residents  expected  by  2040.  But  our 
investment  in  infrastructure  is  not  keeping  pace  with  our  population 
growth.  Current  funding  for  natural  resources  and  environmental 
protection  programs  is  critically  low.  In  fact,  funding  for  resources 
makes  up  less  than  1  %  of  the  overall  state  budget. 

Proposition  84  -  the  Clean  Water,  Parks  and  Coastal  Protection 

Act  makes  the  investments  needed  to  ensure  that  all  Californians 
will  have: 

•  Access  to  safe  drinking  water 

•  Better  protection  from  floods 

•  Opportunities  to  enjoy  parks,  natural  landscapes  and  our 
rivers,  lakes,  beaches,  bays  and  coastline. 

A  broad  coalition  of  interests  -  water  districts,  conservation  and 
environmental  groups,  local  government  entities,  business 
organizations,  museum  and  park  interests,  elected  officials,  and 
civic  groups  -  has  been  formed  to  support  Proposition  84,  the 
Clean  Water,  Parks  and  Coastal  Protection  Bond  Act. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
REGULAR  MEETING 

DRAFT  MINUTES 

Tuesday,  October  24,  2006,  5:30  p.m.      DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:35  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne, 
Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Members  Cohen,  Costello, 
Marks,  Sacamano,  and  Nervo. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Regular  Meeting.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  September  22,  2006  Meeting  Minutes  were  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent: 
Cohen,  Costello,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Sacamano)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved 
Minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.orq/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=46872.) 

Ms.  Pinkey  Kushner,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  a  reference  in  the  meeting  minutes  where  a 
staff  member  discussed  comments  made  at  a  Sierra  Club  Conservation  meeting  that 
there  is  scientific  evidence  to  indicate  that  grasslands  produce  carbon  sequestration  and 
in  many  cases  more  than  trees  do.  Ms.  Kushner  stated  that  she  had  made  those 
comments  and  would  like  to  make  a  future  presentation  to  share  scientific  data  that  she 
has  accumulated  on  this  topic.  It  was  stated  that  concrete  does  not  sequester  more 
carbon  than  trees  and  thanked  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  putting  in  more  trees  than 
concrete  in  San  Francisco. 
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4.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  California  Proposition  84,  Clean  Water,  Parks  & 
Coastal    Protection.    (Explanatory    document:    "Yes    on    Prop    84"  Campaign 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Proposition%2084.PDF) 

Sponsor:  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke 
Presenter:  Proposition  84  Representative 

Ms.  Jennifer  Clary,  Water  Policy  Analyst,  Clean  Water  Action,  an  organization  that 
supports  Proposition  84  explained  that  the  Proposition  is  one  of  five  bond  measures  on 
the  November  ballot  and  is  the  only  one  placed  by  initiative.  The  others  1B  -  1E  were 
placed  on  the  ballot  by  the  Legislature  and  required  a  2/3  vote.  The  Legislature  could 
not  come  to  agreement  on  Proposition  84  because  it  did  not  contain  actual  construction 
money  for  a  dam.  It  was  explained  that  Proposition  84  is  a  $5.4  billion  dollar  bond 
measure  that  would  address  levy  protection,  parks,  drinking  water  quality,  and  pollution 
prevention. 

Ms.  Clary  stated  that  there  would  be  $580  million  dollars  allocated  to  urban  areas  for 
sustainable  communities  that  is  going  towards  (1)  $90  million  for  urban  greening,  (2) 
$400  million  for  local  and  regional  parks,  and  (3)  $90  million  for  planning  and  incentives 
for  resource  conservation.  $400  million  would  be  allocated  for  state  parks  that  could  be 
applied  to  Candlestick  Point  Recreation  Area,  the  Coastal  Conservancy,  and  storm- 
water  programs.  It  was  stated  that  this  is  an  important  bond  measure  for  parks,  the 
environment,  and  clean  water. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  of  the  $90  million  slated  for  urban  greening,  at  least  $20 
million  would  be  for  the  urban  forest.    It  was  asked  how  the  bond  would  be 
administered  and  what  the  opposing  side  "pay  to  play"  allegations  are.  Ms.  Clary  stated 
that  the  Legislature  determines  which  department  would  administer  allocation  of  funding 
and  advised  that  most  of  the  greening  funds  would  go  through  State  Parks  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  It  was  stated  that  people  might  not  want  to  pass  the 
bond  because  of  the  "pay  to  play"  allegations  and  the  large  dollar  amount  of  the  bond. 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  indicated  that  almost  everyone  has  endorsed  the  bond.  Member  Boss 
asked  who  was  opposing  the  bond.  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  the  Republican  Party,  the 
taxpayers'  organization  and  the  Orange  County  Register  are  opposing  the  measure. 
More  information  is  available  on  the  No  on  84  website.  It  was  stated  that  the  Sierra  Club 
is  in  favor. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  bond  passage  would  require  50%  +  1 .  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  she  felt 
it  would  require  a  50%  vote.  Member  Blair  asked  how  the  funds  would  be  distributed 
throughout  the  park  programs  for  maintenance  and  preservation  of  trees.  Ms.  Clary 
stated  that  the  head  agency  would  have  to  develop  guidelines  that  would  be  heard  in  a 
public  forum,  the  Legislature  would  have  to  say  what  the  guidelines  are,  and  then  it 
would  be  a  competitive  grant  program  that  usually  requires  matching  funds.  It  was 
explained  that  the  State  Parks  Foundation  works  strongly  on  acquiring  funding  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  think  about  how  to  involve  themselves  with  the  state 
budget  process. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

October  24,  2006  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  3 


5.  DISCUSSION:  The  Council  discussed  incentives  for  landmarking  trees. 

Sponsor  and  Speaker:  Council  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 

Member  Ora  Sherk  praised  the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  good  work 
on  passage  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Concern  was  raised  that  homeowners 
that  had  attended  two  of  the  past  Council  meetings  that  were  recipients  of  an  idea  to 
landmark  their  tree  were  disgruntled.  It  was  recommended  that  the  idea  of  homeowner 
incentives  be  revisited  in  order  to  make  trees  a  popular  thing  to  have  in  San  Francisco 
and  worthy  of  recognition.  Member  Ora  Sherk  advised  that  the  enabling  legislation  first 
paragraph  requests  that  the  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  prepare  a  report  concerning 
financial  incentives  related  to  landmark  trees  and  the  last  paragraph  states  "the  Office  of 
the  Legislative  Analyst  shall  prepare  a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  all  financial 
incentives  including  but  not  limited  to  tax  credits,  tax  rebates  and  subsidized  tree  care  for 
residences  or  businesses  whose  properties  contain  landmark  trees." 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  has  not  yet  seen  the  Legislative  Analyst  report  and 
recommended  contacting  the  Supervisor  that  added  the  requirement.  In  a  previous 
discussion,  a  suggestion  was  made  to  give  out  homeowner  certificates  with  gold-foiled 
seals  such  as  they  do  in  other  cities.  Member  Ora  Sherk  recommended  that 
homeowners  be  provided  with  financial  help  for  tree  maintenance,  pruning,  or  in-kind 
services.  Member  Blair  suggested  that  the  City  or  other  entity  state  to  the  property 
owner  how  much  their  property  value  has  increased  as  a  result  of  the  landmark  tree 
designation,  for  the  City  to  set  up  a  process  to  give  a  percentage  off  for  preservation  and 
maintenance  of  landmark  trees,  include  public  right  of  way  trees  as  a  part  of  sidewalk 
pocket  parks  and  the  grants  and  funding  associated  with  those,  and  to  celebrate, 
highlight  and  honor  the  person's  tree. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Ordinance  does  require  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Analyst  to  prepare  the  report.  It  was  stated  that  giving  financial  incentives  is  a  good  way 
to  break  down  some  of  the  resistance  of  homeowners  to  landmark  their  trees  because  of 
financial  reasons.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  Council  Associate  Ma  look  into  the 
disposition  of  the  report  with  either  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  or  the  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  there  are  three  examples  of  trees  that 
may  be  potential  landmarks  where  the  homeowner  is  enthusiastic  about  getting  their 
own  tree  landmarked,  and  that  cases  do  not  have  to  follow  the  first  two.  It  was  stated 
that  these  particular  homeowners  do  not  need  incentives,  that  they  need  protection. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  financial  incentives  offered  for  landmarking  buildings. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  there  is  tax  credits  available  and  would  inquire  with  the 
Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  report  back  to  the  Council.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  has  requested  a  presentation  from  the 
Council  on  landmarking  of  trees.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  is  a  tax  break  for 
architectural  landmarks  thai  require  a  high  ievei  of  restoration. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  landmark  trees  could  require  significant  maintenance  cost 
because  of  their  size  and  recommended  that  a  stipend  be  given  in  case  of  sidewalk 
cracking  and  for  pruning.  Member  Rodgers  advised  that  funding  be  pursued  through 
three  avenues  (1)  public  funding;  (2)  community  grants  funding;  and  (3)  private  funding 
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such  as  development  impact  fees.  Member  Blair  stated  that  an  arborist  had  indicated 
that  if  a  tree  is  properly  maintained  that  when  it  reaches  maturity  the  amount  of 
maintenance  is  decreased  by  25%.  Member  Blair  also  requested  that  a  presentation  on 
rubber  sidewalks  be  given  at  a  future  meeting  as  it  would  save  the  property  owner 
money  and  would  suppress  the  uplifting  of  sidewalks. 

Member  Ora  Sherk  also  recommended  initiating  an  educational  component  to 
communicate  to  individuals  and  the  larger  public  the  importance  of  trees  and  the  reason 
for  landmarking.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  nomination  website  could 
contain  an  educational  document.  Member  Blair  asked  the  Department  of  Environment 
staff  to  create  an  outreach  brochure  in  favor  of  landmark  trees.  Chair  Milne 
recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  discuss  this  issue  at  their  next 
meeting.  Member  Miller  recommended  that  announcements/pamphlets  be  sent  with 
monthly  bills  as  part  of  outreach. 

6.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  provided 
updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding, 
planning,  research,  outreach,  and  related  activities. 

Council  Associate  Ma  reported  that  she  has  been  working  primarily  on  funding  for  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  and  for  tree  maintenance  in  the  City.  Ms.  Ma  discussed  her 
ongoing  work  for  the  Council  that  includes: 

•  Attending  funding  meetings  to  discuss  strategies  with  Department  staff  and  the 
Funding  Committee 

•  Pruning  Guidelines  Workshop  on  December  13,  2006,  9:00  a.m.,  County  Fair 
Building,  Golden  Gate  Park,  Larry  Costello  presenter.  City  agencies  and 
departments,  and  state  and  federal  agencies  will  be  attending.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  is  having  a  separate  tree-pruning  workshop 
approximately  the  same  time. 

•  Creating  landmark  tree  procedures,  forms,  and  protocol  that  includes  notifying 
people  when  nominations  are  received. 

•  Evaluation  of  landmark  trees. 

•  Landmark  Tree  website — comments  have  been  received  from  DPW  and  the 
website  is  almost  ready  to  launch.  It  was  agreed  that  the  Council  could  submit 
comments  after  the  website  has  launched. 

•  Urban  forestry  and  climate  change.  Writing  comments  for  the  California  Climate 
Action  Plan. 

•  Agenda  Preparation:  involved  in  attending  meetings  and  selection  of  topics  for 
agenda  preparation. 

Member  Boss  asked  if  there  is  progress  on  funding  for  tree  maintenance.  Council 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  nothing  has  happened  at  this  time.  Member  Boss  reported  on 
inadequate  tree  pruning  that  was  done  on  Cortland  Avenue  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  (DPW).  After  discussing  this  issue  with  DPW,  it  was  determined  that  the  required 
canopy  work  could  not  be  done  without  bucket  trucks  which  were  not  available.  Member 
Boss  stated  that  this  issue  is  more  important  than  tree  planting  as  it  could  result  in  losing 
trees  that  have  been  established  for  many  years. 
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Member  Blair  asked  for  the  Landmark  Tree  website  to  be  set  up  in  a  way  that  people 
could  fill  out  the  forms  online.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  there  are  websites  that  have 
created  forms  that  are  interactive  and  would  check  with  MIS  staff  for  further  information. 
Council  Associate  Ma  stated  that  at  this  time,  people  would  have  to  download  the  forms 
and  print  them.  Member  Blair  asked  that  the  Landmark  Tree  website  be  put  under  the 
"Hot  Topics"  section  as  soon  as  possible. 

Member  Boss  asked  Council  Associate  Ma  if  she  feels  she  can  do  an  adequate  job 
doing  a  job  that  two  staff-members  had  done  in  the  past.  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  the 
landmark  tree  work  and  public  inquiries  are  time  consuming  and  would  report  back  to  the 
Council  on  items  that  she  can  work  on.  Ms.  Ma  requested  that  Council  Members  take 
more  responsibility  in  finding  agenda  topics  and  speakers. 

Ms.  Ora  Sherk  asked  if  funding  is  being  sought  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the 
Department  of  the  Environment,  or  for  DPW  to  purchase  bucket  trucks.  Council 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  the  first  priority  is  for  stable  funding  for  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Department  of  the  Environment  staffs  the  Council  so  the  budget  and  staff 
are  housed  in  the  Department. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Funding  Committee  is  working  on  all  aspects  of  funding. 
The  Department  of  the  Environment  is  trying  to  strategize  ways  to  fund  the  Council  on  a 
more  permanent  basis.  The  Funding  Committee  has  held  other  discussions  on 
acquiring  $20  million  for  the  urban  forest  in  the  way  of  bonds,  taxes  or  other  methods. 
Member  Ora  Sherk  stated  that  the  Mayor  is  the  biggest  proponent  of  making  the  City 
greener  so  it  would  be  in  his  best  interest  to  support  the  Council. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Council  Secretary  Report.  Monica  Fish  reported  on  correspondence 
received  and  distributed  for  this  meeting  that  included  (1)  the  final  Resolution  adopting 
the  Bylaws  creating  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  as  a  standing  committee  and 
adopting  the  Committee  process;  (2)  September  22,  2006  Bylaws;  and  (3)  Member 
Blair's  request  for  distribution  of  "Tree  Lined  Streets:  Journal  of  the  American  Planning 
Association"  and  "City  of  Novato  Grant  Avenue  Improvements  Project."  Ms.  Fish 
requested  that  all  forms  and  agenda  requests  be  sent  directly  to  her  attention. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 
Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  as  to  whether  the  Greening  Director  has  been  replaced. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  her  understanding  is  that  the  Mayor's  Office  will 
have  a  Director  of  Greening  and  to  help  staff  that  position,  there  will  be  staff  at 
DPW  and  the  Planning  Departments.  Chris  Obrick  will  be  the  staff  liaison  at 
DPW.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  it  would  be  helpful  to  the  Council  to  discuss 
funding  issues  with  a  Greening  Director. 
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Member  Miller  recommended  advocating  for  the  Council  to  increase  their  profile 
to  create  more  awareness  of  the  Council,  e.g.  school  presentations.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  Council  review  original  recommendations  of  Urban  Forestry 
Council  duties  as  outlined  in  the  legislation. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  November  16,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  discussed  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan.  The  Planning  Department  received  $200,000  to  advance  work  that 
was  started  by  the  Urban  Forest  Council.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  she 
would  like  to  be  the  Plan  Manager  for  this  project  and  her  schedule  would  allow 
her  to  start  working  on  the  project  in  2007.  It  was  advised  that  sometime  in 
March,  the  Planning  Department  will  release  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  for 
this  project  and  will  seek  to  hire  consultants  before  the  next  fiscal  year.  Member 
Rodgers  asked  for  any  guidance  the  Council  has  for  scheduling,  process,  and 
recommended  consultants.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  process  could 
include  one  in  which  the  consultants  branch  off  of  existing  work  and  outreach  that 
has  been  done  in  the  City  and  expand  on  the  work,  e.g.  the  Better  Streets 
Program  and  Natural  Areas  Program.  The  consultants  would  report  to 
appropriate  advisory  bodies  such  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Parks 
and  Open  Space  Advisory  Committee. 

Member  Blair  suggested  that  a  presentation  be  made  at  the  Planning  Committee 
and  then  to  the  Council  on  the  idea  of  trees  being  planted  in  the  street  between 
parked  cars  diagonally  that  could  be  implemented  on  Balboa  Street.  Member 
Blair  stated  that  this  idea  is  an  incredible  way  of  greening  streets  and  would 
make  parking  easier. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  14,  2006  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City 
Hall,  Room  421. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  spent  a  lot  of  time  on  the 
Committee  process.  A  schedule  was  established  in  terms  of  when  people  should 
submit  documentation  and  nomination  forms  to  be  heard  at  the  Committee. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  discussion  was  held  on  the  process  for  Committee 
members  submitting  landmark  tree  evaluation  reports  for  Council  meetings  and 
the  process  for  evaluating  trees.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Committee 
members  should  be  aware  of  what  is  called  for  in  the  Bylaws  that  was  passed  by 
the  Council  at  the  September  meeting. 
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9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
(1)  requested  that  Council  Members  complete  the  agenda  scheduling  form  and  send  the 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary;  and  (2)  announced  that  Council  Associate  Ma  was 
asked  to  send  all  Council  Members  notification  of  potential  landmark  tree  nominations  so 
they  can  see  the  tree  before  the  time  requirement  starts.  Member  Boss  asked  for  clear 
notification  of  whether  trees  have  been  formally  nominated  so  time  requirements  can  be 
met. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  encouraged  all  Members  and  their 
networks  to  vote  yes  on  Propositions  84  and  Proposition  A.  It  was  stated  that 
Proposition  A  includes  30  new  schools  in  the  green  schoolyard  program  that  would  tear 
up  concrete  in  the  schoolyards  and  replace  it  with  greenery  including  edible  gardens. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  DPW  could  help  the  Council  point  out  significant  trees  or 
contribute  to  a  best  tree  in  the  neighborhood. 

11.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS.  Member  Boss  recommended  a  discussion  on  bucket 
trucks.  Member  Blair  suggested  working  with  the  City  to  implement  diagonal  parking 
and  trees  in  between  parked  cars.  Member  Rodgers  would  report  on  financial  tax 
incentives  for  landmark  buildings. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  6:55  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=  15811  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:35  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne, 
Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Members  Cohen,  Costello, 
Marks,  Sacamano,  and  Nervo. 


3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Regular  Meeting.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  September  22,  2006  Meeting  Minutes  were  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent: 
Cohen,  Costello,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Sacamano)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved 
Minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=46872.) 

Ms.  Pinkey  Kushner,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  a  reference  in  the  meeting  minutes  where  a 
staff  member  discussed  comments  made  at  a  Sierra  Club  Conservation  meeting  that 
there  is  scientific  evidence  to  indicate  that  grasslands  produce  carbon  sequestration  and 
in  many  cases  more  than  trees  do.  Ms.  Kushner  stated  that  she  had  made  those 
comments  and  would  like  to  make  a  future  presentation  to  share  scientific  data  that  she 
has  accumulated  on  this  topic.  It  was  stated  that  concrete  does  not  sequester  more 
carbon  than  trees  and  thanked  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  putting  in  more  trees  than 
concrete  in  San  Francisco. 
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4.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  California  Proposition  84,  Clean  Water,  Parks  & 
Coastal    Protection.    (Explanatory    document:    "Yes    on    Prop    84"  Campaign 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Proposition%2084.PDF) 

Sponsor:  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke 
Presenter:  Proposition  84  Representative 

Ms.  Jennifer  Clary,  Water  Policy  Analyst,  Clean  Water  Action,  an  organization  that 
supports  Proposition  84  explained  that  the  Proposition  is  one  of  five  bond  measures  on 
the  November  ballot  and  is  the  only  one  placed  by  initiative.  The  others  1B  -  1E  were 
placed  on  the  ballot  by  the  Legislature  and  required  a  2/3  vote.  The  Legislature  could 
not  come  to  agreement  on  Proposition  84  because  it  did  not  contain  actual  construction 
money  for  a  dam.  It  was  explained  that  Proposition  84  is  a  $5.4  billion  dollar  bond 
measure  that  would  address  levy  protection,  parks,  drinking  water  quality,  and  pollution 
prevention. 

Ms.  Clary  stated  that  there  would  be  $580  million  dollars  allocated  to  urban  areas  for 
sustainable  communities  that  is  going  towards  (1)  $90  million  for  urban  greening,  (2) 
$400  million  for  local  and  regional  parks,  and  (3)  $90  million  for  planning  and  incentives 
for  resource  conservation.  $400  million  would  be  allocated  for  state  parks  that  could  be 
applied  to  Candlestick  Point  Recreation  Area,  the  Coastal  Conservancy,  and  storm- 
water  programs.  It  was  stated  that  this  is  an  important  bond  measure  for  parks,  the 
environment,  and  clean  water. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  of  the  $90  million  slated  for  urban  greening,  at  least  $20 
million  would  be  for  the  urban  forest.    It  was  asked  how  the  bond  would  be 
administered  and  what  the  opposing  side  "pay  to  play"  allegations  are.  Ms.  Clary  stated 
that  the  Legislature  determines  which  department  would  administer  allocation  of  funding 
and  advised  that  most  of  the  greening  funds  would  go  through  State  Parks  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  It  was  stated  that  people  might  not  want  to  pass  the 
bond  because  of  the  "pay  to  play"  allegations  and  the  large  dollar  amount  of  the  bond. 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  indicated  that  almost  everyone  has  endorsed  the  bond.  Member  Boss 
asked  who  was  opposing  the  bond.  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  the  Republican  Party,  the 
taxpayers'  organization  and  the  Orange  County  Register  are  opposing  the  measure. 
More  information  is  available  on  the  No  on  84  website.  It  was  stated  that  the  Sierra  Club 
is  in  favor. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  bond  passage  would  require  50%  +  1 .  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  she  felt 
it  would  require  a  50%  vote.  Member  Blair  asked  how  the  funds  would  be  distributed 
throughout  the  park  programs  for  maintenance  and  preservation  of  trees.  Ms.  Clary 
stated  that  the  head  agency  would  have  to  develop  guidelines  that  would  be  heard  in  a 
public  forum,  the  Legislature  would  have  to  say  what  the  guidelines  are,  and  then  it 
would  be  a  competitive  grant  program  that  usually  requires  matching  funds.  It  was 
explained  that  the  State  Parks  Foundation  works  strongly  on  acquiring  funding  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  think  about  how  to  involve  themselves  with  the  state 
budget  process. 
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5.  DISCUSSION:  The  Council  discussed  incentives  for  landmarking  trees. 

Sponsor  and  Speaker:  Council  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 

Member  Ora  Sherk  praised  the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  good  work 
on  passage  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Concern  was  raised  that  homeowners 
that  had  attended  two  of  the  past  Council  meetings  that  were  recipients  of  an  idea  to 
landmark  their  tree  were  disgruntled.  It  was  recommended  that  the  idea  of  homeowner 
incentives  be  revisited  in  order  to  make  trees  a  popular  thing  to  have  in  San  Francisco 
and  worthy  of  recognition.  Member  Ora  Sherk  advised  that  the  enabling  legislation  first 
paragraph  requests  that  the  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  prepare  a  report  concerning 
financial  incentives  related  to  landmark  trees  and  the  last  paragraph  states  "the  Office  of 
the  Legislative  Analyst  shall  prepare  a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  all  financial 
incentives  including  but  not  limited  to  tax  credits,  tax  rebates  and  subsidized  tree  care  for 
residences  or  businesses  whose  properties  contain  landmark  trees." 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  has  not  yet  seen  the  Legislative  Analyst  report  and 
recommended  contacting  the  Supervisor  that  added  the  requirement.  In  a  previous 
discussion,  a  suggestion  was  made  to  give  out  homeowner  certificates  with  gold-foiled 
seals  such  as  they  do  in  other  cities.  Member  Ora  Sherk  recommended  that 
homeowners  be  provided  with  financial  help  for  tree  maintenance,  pruning,  or  in-kind 
services.  Member  Blair  suggested  that  the  City  or  other  entity  state  to  the  property 
owner  how  much  their  property  value  has  increased  as  a  result  of  the  landmark  tree 
designation,  for  the  City  to  set  up  a  process  to  give  a  percentage  off  for  preservation  and 
maintenance  of  landmark  trees,  include  public  right  of  way  trees  as  a  part  of  sidewalk 
pocket  parks  and  the  grants  and  funding  associated  with  those,  and  to  celebrate, 
highlight  and  honor  the  person's  tree. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Ordinance  does  require  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Analyst  to  prepare  the  report.  It  was  stated  that  giving  financial  incentives  is  a  good  way 
to  break  down  some  of  the  resistance  of  homeowners  to  landmark  their  trees  because  of 
financial  reasons.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  Council  Associate  Ma  look  into  the 
disposition  of  the  report  with  either  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  or  the  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  there  are  three  examples  of  trees  that 
may  be  potential  landmarks  where  the  homeowner  is  enthusiastic  about  getting  their 
own  tree  landmarked,  and  that  cases  do  not  have  to  follow  the  first  two.  It  was  stated 
that  these  particular  homeowners  do  not  need  incentives,  that  they  need  protection. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  financial  incentives  offered  for  landmarking  buildings. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  there  is  tax  credits  available  and  would  inquire  with  the 
Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  report  back  to  the  Council.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  has  requested  a  presentation  from  the 
Council  on  landmarking  of  trees.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  is  a  tax  break  for 
architectural  landmarks  thai  require  a  high  ievei  of  restoration. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  landmark  trees  could  require  significant  maintenance  cost 
because  of  their  size  and  recommended  that  a  stipend  be  given  in  case  of  sidewalk 
cracking  and  for  pruning.  .Member  Rodgers  advised  that  funding  be  pursued  through 
three  avenues  (1)  public  funding;  (2)  community  grants  funding;  and  (3)  private  funding 
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such  as  development  impact  fees.  Member  Blair  stated  that  an  arborist  had  indicated 
that  if  a  tree  is  properly  maintained  that  when  it  reaches  maturity  the  amount  of 
maintenance  is  decreased  by  25%.  Member  Blair  also  requested  that  a  presentation  on 
rubber  sidewalks  be  given  at  a  future  meeting  as  it  would  save  the  property  owner 
money  and  would  suppress  the  uplifting  of  sidewalks. 

Member  Ora  Sherk  also  recommended  initiating  an  educational  component  to 
communicate  to  individuals  and  the  larger  public  the  importance  of  trees  and  the  reason 
for  landmarking.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  nomination  website  could 
contain  an  educational  document.  Member  Blair  asked  the  Department  of  Environment 
staff  to  create  an  outreach  brochure  in  favor  of  landmark  trees.  Chair  Milne 
recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  discuss  this  issue  at  their  next 
meeting.  Member  Miller  recommended  that  announcements/pamphlets  be  sent  with 
monthly  bills  as  part  of  outreach. 

6.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  provided 
updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding, 
planning,  research,  outreach,  and  related  activities. 

Council  Associate  Ma  reported  that  she  has  been  working  primarily  on  funding  for  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  and  for  tree  maintenance  in  the  City.  Ms.  Ma  discussed  her 
ongoing  work  for  the  Council  that  includes: 

•  Attending  funding  meetings  to  discuss  strategies  with  Department  staff  and  the 
Funding  Committee 

•  Pruning  Guidelines  Workshop  on  December  13,  2006,  9:00  a.m.,  County  Fair 
Building,  Golden  Gate  Park,  Larry  Costello  presenter.  City  agencies  and 
departments,  and  state  and  federal  agencies  will  be  attending.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  is  having  a  separate  tree-pruning  workshop 
approximately  the  same  time. 

•  Creating  landmark  tree  procedures,  forms,  and  protocol  that  includes  notifying 
people  when  nominations  are  received. 

•  Evaluation  of  landmark  trees. 

•  Landmark  Tree  website — comments  have  been  received  from  DPW  and  the 
website  is  almost  ready  to  launch.  It  was  agreed  that  the  Council  could  submit 
comments  after  the  website  has  launched. 

•  Urban  forestry  and  climate  change.  Writing  comments  for  the  California  Climate 
Action  Plan. 

•  Agenda  Preparation:  involved  in  attending  meetings  and  selection  of  topics  for 
agenda  preparation. 

Member  Boss  asked  if  there  is  progress  on  funding  for  tree  maintenance.  Council 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  nothing  has  happened  at  this  time.  Member  Boss  reported  on 
inadequate  tree  pruning  that  was  done  on  Cortland  Avenue  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  (DPW).  After  discussing  this  issue  with  DPW,  it  was  determined  that  the  required 
canopy  work  could  not  be  done  without  bucket  trucks  which  were  not  available.  Member 
Boss  stated  that  this  issue  is  more  important  than  tree  planting  as  it  could  result  in  losing 
trees  that  have  been  established  for  many  years. 
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Member  Blair  asked  for  the  Landmark  Tree  website  to  be  set  up  in  a  way  that  people 
could  fill  out  the  forms  online.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  there  are  websites  that  have 
created  forms  that  are  interactive  and  would  check  with  MIS  staff  for  further  information. 
Council  Associate  Ma  stated  that  at  this  time,  people  would  have  to  download  the  forms 
and  print  them.  Member  Blair  asked  that  the  Landmark  Tree  website  be  put  under  the 
"Hot  Topics"  section  as  soon  as  possible. 

Member  Boss  asked  Council  Associate  Ma  if  she  feels  she  can  do  an  adequate  job 
doing  a  job  that  two  staff-members  had  done  in  the  past.  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  the 
landmark  tree  work  and  public  inquiries  are  time  consuming  and  would  report  back  to  the 
Council  on  items  that  she  can  work  on.  Ms.  Ma  requested  that  Council  Members  take 
more  responsibility  in  finding  agenda  topics  and  speakers. 

Ms.  Ora  Sherk  asked  if  funding  is  being  sought  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the 
Department  of  the  Environment,  or  for  DPW  to  purchase  bucket  trucks.  Council 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  the  first  priority  is  for  stable  funding  for  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Department  of  the  Environment  staffs  the  Council  so  the  budget  and  staff 
are  housed  in  the  Department. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Funding  Committee  is  working  on  all  aspects  of  funding. 
The  Department  of  the  Environment  is  trying  to  strategize  ways  to  fund  the  Council  on  a 
more  permanent  basis.  The  Funding  Committee  has  held  other  discussions  on 
acquiring  $20  million  for  the  urban  forest  in  the  way  of  bonds,  taxes  or  other  methods. 
Member  Ora  Sherk  stated  that  the  Mayor  is  the  biggest  proponent  of  making  the  City 
greener  so  it  would  be  in  his  best  interest  to  support  the  Council. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Council  Secretary  Report.  Monica  Fish  reported  on  correspondence 
received  and  distributed  for  this  meeting  that  included  (1)  the  final  Resolution  adopting 
the  Bylaws  creating  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  as  a  standing  committee  and 
adopting  the  Committee  process;  (2)  September  22,  2006  Bylaws;  and  (3)  Member 
Blair's  request  for  distribution  of  "Tree  Lined  Streets:  Journal  of  the  American  Planning 
Association"  and  "City  of  Novato  Grant  Avenue  Improvements  Project."  Ms.  Fish 
requested  that  ail  forms  and  agenda  requests  be  sent  directly  to  her  attention. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 
Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  as  to  whether  the  Greening  Director  has  been  replaced. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  her  understanding  is  that  the  Mayor's  Office  will 
have  a  Director  of  Greening  and  to  help  staff  that  position,  there  will  be  staff  at 
DPW  and  the  Planning  Departments.  Chris  Obrick  will  be  the  staff  liaison  at 
DPW.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  it  would  be  helpful  to  the  Council  to  discuss 
funding  issues  with  a  Greening  Director. 
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Member  Miller  recommended  advocating  for  the  Council  to  increase  their  profile 
to  create  more  awareness  of  the  Council,  e.g.  school  presentations.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  Council  review  original  recommendations  of  Urban  Forestry 
Council  duties  as  outlined  in  the  legislation. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  November  16,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  discussed  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan.  The  Planning  Department  received  $200,000  to  advance  work  that 
was  started  by  the  Urban  Forest  Council.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  she 
would  like  to  be  the  Plan  Manager  for  this  project  and  her  schedule  would  allow 
her  to  start  working  on  the  project  in  2007.  It  was  advised  that  sometime  in 
March,  the  Planning  Department  will  release  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  for 
this  project  and  will  seek  to  hire  consultants  before  the  next  fiscal  year.  Member 
Rodgers  asked  for  any  guidance  the  Council  has  for  scheduling,  process,  and 
recommended  consultants.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  process  could 
include  one  in  which  the  consultants  branch  off  of  existing  work  and  outreach  that 
has  been  done  in  the  City  and  expand  on  the  work,  e.g.  the  Better  Streets 
Program  and  Natural  Areas  Program.  The  consultants  would  report  to 
appropriate  advisory  bodies  such  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Parks 
and  Open  Space  Advisory  Committee. 

Member  Blair  suggested  that  a  presentation  be  made  at  the  Planning  Committee 
and  then  to  the  Council  on  the  idea  of  trees  being  planted  in  the  street  between 
parked  cars  diagonally  that  could  be  implemented  on  Balboa  Street.  Member 
Blair  stated  that  this  idea  is  an  incredible  way  of  greening  streets  and  would 
make  parking  easier. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  14,  2006  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City 
Hall,  Room  421. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  spent  a  lot  of  time  on  the 
Committee  process.  A  schedule  was  established  in  terms  of  when  people  should 
submit  documentation  and  nomination  forms  to  be  heard  at  the  Committee. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  discussion  was  held  on  the  process  for  Committee 
members  submitting  landmark  tree  evaluation  reports  for  Council  meetings  and 
the  process  for  evaluating  trees.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Committee 
members  should  be  aware  of  what  is  called  for  in  the  Bylaws  that  was  passed  by 
the  Council  at  the  September  meeting. 
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9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
(1)  requested  that  Council  Members  complete  the  agenda  scheduling  form  and  send  the 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary;  and  (2)  announced  that  Council  Associate  Ma  was 
asked  to  send  all  Council  Members  notification  of  potential  landmark  tree  nominations  so 
they  can  see  the  tree  before  the  time  requirement  starts.  Member  Boss  asked  for  clear 
notification  of  whether  trees  have  been  formally  nominated  so  time  requirements  can  be 
met. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  encouraged  all  Members  and  their 
networks  to  vote  yes  on  Propositions  84  and  Proposition  A.  It  was  stated  that 
Proposition  A  includes  30  new  schools  in  the  green  schoolyard  program  that  would  tear 
up  concrete  in  the  schoolyards  and  replace  it  with  greenery  including  edible  gardens. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  DPW  could  help  the  Council  point  out  significant  trees  or 
contribute  to  a  best  tree  in  the  neighborhood. 

11.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS.  Member  Boss  recommended  a  discussion  on  bucket 
trucks.  Member  Blair  suggested  working  with  the  City  to  implement  diagonal  parking 
and  trees  in  between  parked  cars.  Member  Rodgers  would  report  on  financial  tax 
incentives  for  landmark  buildings. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  6:55  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=  158 1 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted: 
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Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


REGULAR  MEETING 


Tuesday,  October  24,  2006,  5:30  p.m. 


APPROVED  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


DEC  1  5  2006 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER:  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:35  p.m. 

2.  ROLL  CALL:  Present:  Council  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Milne, 
Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Council  Members  Cohen,  Costello, 
Marks,  Sacamano,  and  Nervo. 

3.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Regular  Meeting.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  September  22,  2006  Meeting  Minutes  were  adopted  with  no  objection  (Absent: 
Cohen,  Costello,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Sacamano)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved 
Minutes  of  the  September  22,  2006  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=46872.) 

Ms.  Pinkey  Kushner,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  a  reference  in  the  meeting  minutes  where  a 
staff  member  discussed  comments  made  at  a  Sierra  Club  Conservation  meeting  that 
there  is  scientific  evidence  to  indicate  that  grasslands  produce  carbon  sequestration  and 
in  many  cases  more  than  trees  do.  Ms.  Kushner  stated  that  she  had  made  those 
comments  and  would  like  to  make  a  future  presentation  to  share  scientific  data  that  she 
has  accumulated  on  this  topic.  It  was  stated  that  concrete  does  not  sequester  more 
carbon  than  trees  and  thanked  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  putting  in  more  trees  than 
concrete  in  San  Francisco. 
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4.  INFORMATIONAL  PRESENTATION:  California  Proposition  84,  Clean  Water,  Parks  & 
Coastal    Protection.    (Explanatory    document:    "Yes    on    Prop    84"  Campaign 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Proposition%2084.PDF) 

Sponsor:  Council  Member  Kelly  Quirke 
Presenter:  Proposition  84  Representative 

Ms.  Jennifer  Clary,  Water  Policy  Analyst,  Clean  Water  Action,  an  organization  that 
supports  Proposition  84  explained  that  the  Proposition  is  one  of  five  bond  measures  on 
the  November  ballot  and  is  the  only  one  placed  by  initiative.  The  others  1B  -  1E  were 
placed  on  the  ballot  by  the  Legislature  and  required  a  2/3  vote.  The  Legislature  could 
not  come  to  agreement  on  Proposition  84  because  it  did  not  contain  actual  construction 
money  for  a  dam.  It  was  explained  that  Proposition  84  is  a  $5.4  billion  dollar  bond 
measure  that  would  address  levy  protection,  parks,  drinking  water  quality,  and  pollution 
prevention. 

Ms.  Clary  stated  that  there  would  be  $580  million  dollars  allocated  to  urban  areas  for 
sustainable  communities  that  is  going  towards  (1)  $90  million  for  urban  greening,  (2) 
$400  million  for  local  and  regional  parks,  and  (3)  $90  million  for  planning  and  incentives 
for  resource  conservation.  $400  million  would  be  allocated  for  state  parks  that  could  be 
applied  to  Candlestick  Point  Recreation  Area,  the  Coastal  Conservancy,  and  storm- 
water  programs.  It  was  stated  that  this  is  an  important  bond  measure  for  parks,  the 
environment,  and  clean  water. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  of  the  $90  million  slated  for  urban  greening,  at  least  $20 
million  would  be  for  the  urban  forest.    It  was  asked  how  the  bond  would  be 
administered  and  what  the  opposing  side  "pay  to  play"  allegations  are.  Ms.  Clary  stated 
that  the  Legislature  determines  which  department  would  administer  allocation  of  funding 
and  advised  that  most  of  the  greening  funds  would  go  through  State  Parks  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  It  was  stated  that  people  might  not  want  to  pass  the 
bond  because  of  the  "pay  to  play"  allegations  and  the  large  dollar  amount  of  the  bond. 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  indicated  that  almost  everyone  has  endorsed  the  bond.  Member  Boss 
asked  who  was  opposing  the  bond.  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  the  Republican  Party,  the 
taxpayers'  organization  and  the  Orange  County  Register  are  opposing  the  measure. 
More  information  is  available  on  the  No  on  84  website.  It  was  stated  that  the  Sierra  Club 
is  in  favor. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  bond  passage  would  require  50%  +  1 .  Ms.  Clary  stated  that  she  felt 
it  would  require  a  50%  vote.  Member  Blair  asked  how  the  funds  would  be  distributed 
throughout  the  park  programs  for  maintenance  and  preservation  of  trees.  Ms.  Clary 
stated  that  the  head  agency  would  have  to  develop  guidelines  that  would  be  heard  in  a 
public  forum,  the  Legislature  would  have  to  say  what  the  guidelines  are,  and  then  it 
would  be  a  competitive  grant  program  that  usually  requires  matching  funds.  It  was 
explained  that  the  State  Parks  Foundation  works  strongly  on  acquiring  funding  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  think  about  how  to  involve  themselves  with  the  state 
budget  process. 
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5.  DISCUSSION:  The  Council  discussed  incentives  for  landmarking  trees. 

Sponsor  and  Speaker:  Council  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 

Member  Sherk  praised  the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  their  good  work  on 
passage  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance.  Concern  was  raised  that  homeowners  that 
had  attended  two  of  the  past  Council  meetings  that  were  recipients  of  an  idea  to 
landmark  their  tree  were  disgruntled.  It  was  recommended  that  the  idea  of  homeowner 
incentives  be  revisited  in  order  to  make  trees  a  popular  thing  to  have  in  San  Francisco 
and  worthy  of  recognition.  Member  Sherk  advised  that  the  enabling  legislation  first 
paragraph  requests  that  the  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  prepare  a  report  concerning 
financial  incentives  related  to  landmark  trees  and  the  last  paragraph  states  "the  Office  of 
the  Legislative  Analyst  shall  prepare  a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  all  financial 
incentives  including  but  not  limited  to  tax  credits,  tax  rebates  and  subsidized  tree  care  for 
residences  or  businesses  whose  properties  contain  landmark  trees." 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  has  not  yet  seen  the  Legislative  Analyst  report  and 
recommended  contacting  the  Supervisor  that  added  the  requirement.  In  a  previous 
discussion,  a  suggestion  was  made  to  give  out  homeowner  certificates  with  gold-foiled 
seals  such  as  they  do  in  other  cities.  Member  Sherk  recommended  that  homeowners  be 
provided  with  financial  help  for  tree  maintenance,  pruning,  or  in-kind  services.  Member 
Blair  suggested  that  the  City  or  other  entity  state  to  the  property  owner  how  much  their 
property  value  has  increased  as  a  result  of  the  landmark  tree  designation,  for  the  City  to 
set  up  a  process  to  give  a  percentage  off  for  preservation  and  maintenance  of  landmark 
trees,  include  public  right  of  way  trees  as  a  part  of  sidewalk  pocket  parks  and  the  grants 
and  funding  associated  with  those,  and  to  celebrate,  highlight  and  honor  the  person's 
tree. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Ordinance  does  require  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Analyst  to  prepare  the  report.  It  was  stated  that  giving  financial  incentives  is  a  good  way 
to  break  down  some  of  the  resistance  of  homeowners  to  landmark  their  trees  because  of 
financial  reasons.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  Council  Associate  Ma  look  into  the 
disposition  of  the  report  with  either  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  or  the  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  there  are  three  examples  of  trees  that 
may  be  potential  landmarks  where  the  homeowner  is  enthusiastic  about  getting  their 
own  tree  landmarked,  and  that  cases  do  not  have  to  follow  the  first  two.  It  was  stated 
that  these  particular  homeowners  do  not  need  incentives,  that  they  need  protection. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  financial  incentives  offered  for  landmarking  buildings. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  there  is  tax  credits  available  and  would  inquire  with  the 
Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  report  back  to  the  Council.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  has  requested  a  presentation  from  the 
Council  on  landmarking  of  trees.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  is  a  tax  break  for 
architectural  landmarks  that  require  a  high  level  of  restoration. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  landmark  trees  could  require  significant  maintenance  cost 
because  of  their  size  and  recommended  that  a  stipend  be  given  in  case  of  sidewalk 
cracking  and  for  pruning.  Member  Rodgers  advised  that  funding  be  pursued  through 
three  avenues  (1)  public  funding;  (2)  community  grants  funding;  and  (3)  private  funding 
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such  as  development  impact  fees.  Member  Blair  stated  that  an  arborist  had  indicated 
that  if  a  tree  is  properly  maintained  that  when  it  reaches  maturity  the  amount  of 
maintenance  is  decreased  by  25%.  Member  Blair  also  requested  that  a  presentation  on 
rubber  sidewalks  be  given  at  a  future  meeting  as  it  would  save  the  property  owner 
money  and  would  suppress  the  uplifting  of  sidewalks. 

Member  Sherk  also  recommended  initiating  an  educational  component  to  communicate 
to  individuals  and  the  larger  public  the  importance  of  trees  and  the  reason  for 
landmarking.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  nomination  website  could 
contain  an  educational  document.  Member  Blair  asked  the  Department  of  Environment 
staff  to  create  an  outreach  brochure  in  favor  of  landmark  trees.  Chair  Milne 
recommended  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  discuss  this  issue  at  their  next 
meeting.  Member  Miller  recommended  that  announcements/pamphlets  be  sent  with 
monthly  bills  as  part  of  outreach. 

6.  INFORMATION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  provided 
updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding, 
planning,  research,  outreach,  and  related  activities. 

Council  Associate  Ma  reported  that  she  has  been  working  primarily  on  funding  for  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  and  for  tree  maintenance  in  the  City.  Ms.  Ma  discussed  her 
ongoing  work  for  the  Council  that  includes: 

•  Attending  funding  meetings  to  discuss  strategies  with  Department  staff  and  the 
Funding  Committee 

•  Pruning  Guidelines  Workshop  on  December  13,  2006,  9:00  a.m.,  County  Fair 
Building,  Golden  Gate  Park,  Larry  Costello  presenter.  City  agencies  and 
departments,  and  state  and  federal  agencies  will  be  attending.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  is  having  a  separate  tree-pruning  workshop 
approximately  the  same  time. 

•  Creating  landmark  tree  procedures,  forms,  and  protocol  that  includes  notifying 
people  when  nominations  are  received. 

•  Evaluation  of  landmark  trees. 

•  Landmark  Tree  website — comments  have  been  received  from  DPW  and  the 
website  is  almost  ready  to  launch.  It  was  agreed  that  the  Council  could  submit 
comments  after  the  website  has  launched. 

•  Urban  forestry  and  climate  change.  Writing  comments  for  the  California  Climate 
Action  Plan. 

•  Agenda  Preparation:  involved  in  attending  meetings  and  selection  of  topics  for 
agenda  preparation. 

Member  Boss  asked  if  there  is  progress  on  funding  for  tree  maintenance.  Councii 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  nothing  has  happened  at  this  time.  Member  Boss  reported  on 
inadequate  tree  pruning  that  was  done  on  Cortland  Avenue  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  (DPW).  After  discussing  this  issue  with  DPW,  it  was  determined  that  the  required 
canopy  work  could  not  be  done  without  bucket  trucks  which  were  not  available.  Member 
Boss  stated  that  this  issue  is  more  important  than  tree  planting  as  it  could  result  in  losing 
trees  that  have  been  established  for  many  years. 
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Member  Blair  asked  for  the  Landmark  Tree  website  to  be  set  up  in  a  way  that  people 
could  fill  out  the  forms  online.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  there  are  websites  that  have 
created  forms  that  are  interactive  and  would  check  with  MIS  staff  for  further  information. 
Council  Associate  Ma  stated  that  at  this  time,  people  would  have  to  download  the  forms 
and  print  them.  Member  Blair  asked  that  the  Landmark  Tree  website  be  put  under  the 
"Hot  Topics"  section  as  soon  as  possible. 

Member  Boss  asked  Council  Associate  Ma  if  she  feels  she  can  do  an  adequate  job 
doing  a  job  that  two  staff-members  had  done  in  the  past.  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  the 
landmark  tree  work  and  public  inquiries  are  time  consuming  and  would  report  back  to  the 
Council  on  items  that  she  can  work  on.  Ms.  Ma  requested  that  Council  Members  take 
more  responsibility  in  finding  agenda  topics  and  speakers. 

Ms.  Sherk  asked  if  funding  is  being  sought  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the 
Department  of  the  Environment,  or  for  DPW  to  purchase  bucket  trucks.  Council 
Associate  Ma  stated  that  the  first  priority  is  for  stable  funding  for  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Department  of  the  Environment  staffs  the  Council  so  the  budget  and  staff 
are  housed  in  the  Department. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Funding  Committee  is  working  on  all  aspects  of  funding. 
The  Department  of  the  Environment  is  trying  to  strategize  ways  to  fund  the  Council  on  a 
more  permanent  basis.  The  Funding  Committee  has  held  other  discussions  on 
acquiring  $20  million  for  the  urban  forest  in  the  way  of  bonds,  taxes  or  other  methods. 
Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  Mayor  is  the  biggest  proponent  of  making  the  City  greener 
so  it  would  be  in  his  best  interest  to  support  the  Council. 

7.  INFORMATION:  Council  Secretary  Report.  Monica  Fish  reported  on  correspondence 
received  and  distributed  for  this  meeting  that  included  (1)  the  final  Resolution  adopting 
the  Bylaws  creating  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  as  a  standing  committee  and 
adopting  the  Committee  process;  (2)  September  22,  2006  Bylaws;  and  (3)  Member 
Blair's  request  for  distribution  of  "Tree  Lined  Streets:  Journal  of  the  American  Planning 
Association"  and  "City  of  Novato  Grant  Avenue  Improvements  Project."  Ms.  Fish 
requested  that  all  forms  and  agenda  requests  be  sent  directly  to  her  attention. 

8.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•    Funding  Committee 
Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  28,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  as  to  whether  the  Greening  Director  has  been  replaced. 
Member  Rodgers  stated  that  her  understanding  is  that  the  Mayor's  Office  will 
have  a  Director  of  Greening  and  to  help  staff  that  position,  there  will  be  staff  at 
DPW  and  the  Planning  Departments.  Chris  Obrick  will  be  the  staff  liaison  at 
DPW.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  it  would  be  helpful  to  the  Council  to  discuss 
funding  issues  with  a  Greening  Director. 
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Member  Miller  recommended  advocating  for  the  Council  to  increase  their  profile 
to  create  more  awareness  of  the  Council,  e.g.  school  presentations.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  Council  review  original  recommendations  of  Urban  Forestry 
Council  duties  as  outlined  in  the  legislation. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Thursday,  November  16,  2006  at  12:00  p.m.  at  11 
Grove  Street. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  discussed  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan.  The  Planning  Department  received  $200,000  to  advance  work  that 
was  started  by  the  Urban  Forest  Council.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  she 
would  like  to  be  the  Plan  Manager  for  this  project  and  her  schedule  would  allow 
her  to  start  working  on  the  project  in  2007.  It  was  advised  that  sometime  in 
March,  the  Planning  Department  will  release  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  for 
this  project  and  will  seek  to  hire  consultants  before  the  next  fiscal  year.  Member 
Rodgers  asked  for  any  guidance  the  Council  has  for  scheduling,  process,  and 
recommended  consultants.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  process  could 
include  one  in  which  the  consultants  branch  off  of  existing  work  and  outreach  that 
has  been  done  in  the  City  and  avoid  duplicating  efforts  currently  underway  such 
as  the  Better  Streets  and  Natural  Areas  Programs.  The  consultants  would  report 
to  appropriate  advisory  bodies  such  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Parks 
and  Open  Space  Advisory  Committee. 

Member  Blair  suggested  that  a  presentation  be  made  at  the  Planning  Committee 
and  then  to  the  Council  on  the  idea  of  trees  being  planted  in  the  street  between 
parked  cars  diagonally  that  could  be  implemented  on  Balboa  Street.  Member 
Blair  stated  that  this  idea  is  an  incredible  way  of  greening  streets  and  would 
make  parking  easier. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  Tuesday,  November  14,  2006  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City 
Hall,  Room  421. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  spent  a  lot  of  time  on  the 
Committee  process.  A  schedule  was  established  in  terms  of  when  people  should 
submit  documentation  and  nomination  forms  to  be  heard  at  the  Committee. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  discussion  was  held  on  the  process  for  Committee 
members  submitting  landmark  tree  evaluation  reports  for  Council  meetings  and 
the  process  for  evaluating  trees.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Committee 
members  should  be  aware  of  what  is  called  for  in  the  Bylaws  that  was  passed  by 
the  Council  at  the  September  meeting. 
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9.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Chair  Milne 
(1)  requested  that  Council  Members  complete  the  agenda  scheduling  form  and  send  the 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary;  and  (2)  announced  that  Council  Associate  Ma  was 
asked  to  send  all  Council  Members  notification  of  potential  landmark  tree  nominations  so 
they  can  see  the  tree  before  the  time  requirement  starts.  Member  Boss  asked  for  clear 
notification  of  whether  trees  have  been  formally  nominated  so  time  requirements  can  be 
met. 

10.  INFORMATION:  New  Business.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  encouraged  all  Members  and  their 
networks  to  vote  yes  on  Propositions  84  and  Proposition  A.  It  was  stated  that 
Proposition  A  includes  30  new  schools  in  the  green  schoolyard  program  that  would  tear 
up  concrete  in  the  schoolyards  and  replace  it  with  greenery  including  edible  gardens. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  DPW  could  help  the  Council  point  out  significant  trees  or 
contribute  to  a  best  tree  in  the  neighborhood. 

11.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS.  Member  Boss  recommended  a  discussion  on  bucket 
trucks.  Member  Blair  suggested  working  with  the  City  to  implement  diagonal  parking 
and  trees  in  between  parked  cars.  Member  Rodgers  would  report  on  financial  tax 
incentives  for  landmark  buildings. 

12.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

13.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  6:55  p.m. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department 
of  Environment's  webpage:  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment_meeting.asp?id=l  581 1  or  by  following  the 
links  above;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709, 
or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org. 

Respectfully  submitted  by: 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Adopted:  December  8,  2006 
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NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  DECEMBER  8,  2006 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  following  provision  in  Article 
VIII  -  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  is  proposed  for  amendment  as  follows: 

j0  £     Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  (2)  Funding,  and  (3) 
Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized 
holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of 
the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The 
Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  First  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting 
shall  be  held  on  the  Third  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet 
monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information 
shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  November  21,  2006. 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 

AGENDA 

1 .  CALL  TO  ORDER  and  ROLL  CALL 

2.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Regular 
Meeting.) 

3.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  hear  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  recommendation  for  a  tree  nominated  for  landmark  tree  status  at  the 
following  address: 

•    Coastal  Redwood  (Sequoia  sempervirens),  455  Chenery  Street 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve,  reject, 
or  not  take  action  on  the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its 
decision  (if  required)  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Summary  and  Evaluations: 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  Evaluation  Forms  455  chenerv.  Chair  Boss  Evaluation  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/MBossEvaluationForm 

Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form,  pictures,  explanatory  documents  (PDF)  455  chenerv 
Nomination.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist's  Pictures 

http;//web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  !andmarktree/supportinq/2006/GraceMaPhotos.pdf. 

Ms.  Dhillon's  Statement  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/rneetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/MsDhi!lonStatement1 1 

i406Mtg.pdf;  Arbohst's  Report  (PDF) 

http:/Aveb1  sfqov. orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/ArhoristStatement.pdf. 

Opposition  to  Nomination  Explanatory  Documents:  (PDF)  Opposition  (PDF) 

http://vveb1  sfqov.  oro/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqsA^ 
ndmark(11 -30-06). pdf.  (PDF)  455  Chenery  Opposition.  Presentation: 

http7/web1  .sfqov. orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/OppositionPresentatio 
n461Chen8ry.pdf 

Planning  Commission  Action  461  Chenery  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2Q06/461CheneryPlanninqC 
ommission.doc  and  Assessors  Maps  (PDF)  Assessors  Maps  455  and  461  Chenerv. 

PRESENTER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Nomination,  Hearing,  and  Paperwork  Instructions.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  will  discuss  approval  of  written  instructions  to  advise  the  public 
about  the  nomination,  hearing,  and  paperwork  requirements.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
No  Action  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm8nt/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2QC6/item4noactionletter  doc.  Support 

(Word), 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2QC6/item4support%20letter.doc, 


Rejection  (Word) 

httD://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4reiection%20letter  doc. 

Notification  to  Property  Owner  Letters  (Word) 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/u^ 

and  Release  to  Enter  Property  Form  (Word) 

http:/A.veb1. sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/20Q6/item4releasetoevaluateprivate%20tr 
ee.doc.) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  Amendments.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  will  consider  and  approve  amendments  to  the  landmark  tree 
nomination  form  (Explanatory  Document:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  (Word) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem5LandmarkNomFormNov06. doc 
) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Tree  Species  List.  The  Council  will  consider  and  vote  on 
approving  the  Tree  Species  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
(Explanatory  Document:  Tree  Species  List) 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  Paul  Sacamano 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy.  The  Council 
will  discuss  and  vote  on  adopting  the  Sample  Attendance  Policy  issued  by  the  Mayor  on 
October  30,  2006  (Explanatory  Documents:  Mayor's  Attendance  Policy  October  30, 
2006  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem7Attendance%20Policv  pdf. 

Board  of  Supervisors  Letter  Attendance  Policy  (PDF) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem7LtrtoBoardofSupervisorsAttend 

ancePoiicv.pdf  and  Draft  Cover  Letters  and  Attendance  Policy  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
(Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem7UFCAttendancePolicvBOS2  do 

c  and  Mayor  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/ltem7UFCAttendancePolicvMavor.do 
c.) 

PRESENTER:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment  -  The  Council 
will  vote  on  changing  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  to 
the  first  Tuesday  at  12:00  noon  bi-monthly  (Explanatory  Document:  Bylaws  Amendment 
Notice  (Word) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmant/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem.33ylavvsCh3nqeNoticeFinalPost. 

doc  and  Draft  Resolution  R-2006-12-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem8Fiie2006-12- 
UFCAmendBylawsFundinqCmte.doc.) 

9.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Review  of  Landmark  Building  Incentives  and  How  it  May 
Apply  to  Landmark  Tree  Incentives. 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  AnMarie  Rodgers 


10.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Landmark  Tree  Incentives  Report.  The  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst  produced  a  report  on  incentives  to  encourage  nomination  and 
designation  of  landmark  trees  (Explanatory  Document:  Legislative  Analyst  Report  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.0rg/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/m 
jxl_f.) 

SPONSOR:  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 
PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

1 1 .  DISCUSSION:  Explanation  of  the  process  once  a  Board  of  Supervisor  submits  a 
resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  the  nomination  of  a  tree  for  landmark  status  and  it  is 
assigned  to  committee  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors'  Rules  of  Order 
Rules  5.31,  5.32,  and  5.37  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/3fenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/20Q6/ltem1 1BOSRules.PDF). 

SPONSOR:  Member  Carolyn  Blair 
PRESENTER:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

12.  INFORMATION:  Staff  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  will  provide  updates  on  UFC 
administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding,  planning,  research, 
outreach,  and  related  activities. 

13.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  2,  2007  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  18,  2007  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  for  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  December  12,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

14.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

15.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

16.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS 

17.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

18.  ADJOURNMENT 

Public  Comment 


At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 


item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  accessibility  hotline  at  (415) 
554-6060. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotfi@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and 
report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at: 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Second  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-23 17;  web  site 
at  www. sfgov  org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 


The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  webpage:  www. sfenvironment.com/;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  4 1 5-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish(@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of 
a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  December  4,  2006 
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NOMINATION  FORM,  PICTURES,  ETC. 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  their  property.  City  departments 
and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  approach  a  property  owner,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  or  the  head  of  a  City  department  or 
agency  about  nominating  a  tree. 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner: 
Name  , 

Address  ^  ^ 
Address  „  •  p. 
Phone  (day) 
Fax# 


Authorized  nominator  (if  not  owner): 


Email 

Property  owner  consent  "BYes  □  No 


Fax# 


Email 


I  am  the  property  owner  or  designee  of  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff 
to  evaluate  a  tree  or^the^ property  with  advance  notice. 

fla-Q^^L  JrJuJflftiL  J  Signature 


Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):    L-JJ* /Cr/Ua,  L^suigx.  i  -^au.>ccc^./    ,^-cr  t^-_,  :  . 

Number  of  trees:        j  •   

Street  address:    VST  dfengtu         ^  ,R,  C&  ^  <Al/  

Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard    Kj  Rear  yard    Q  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 
□  Public  right-of-way  D  Public  lands  D  Not  sure 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 


Height  S°  feet 

Average  canopy  width1  Iff  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2   inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3   inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaqe.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

Species 
£3  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

IS  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

S3  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 
j5J  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
IS  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

High  traffic  area 
Low  tree  density  area 
Extends  between  several  properties 
Zl  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

l§j  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
£3  Erosion  control 

£3  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

IS  Prominent  landscape  feature 
ST  Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition   

Kjf  No  apparent  problems    D  Minor  problems       D  Major  problems       O  Extreme  problems 

□  Root  issues 

Q  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 
Q  Trunk  cavities 

□  Broken  or  dead  branches 

□  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□  Pest  or  disease  problem 

Q  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site,  .  »  , 
street,  person  or  event.  ^  ol-wk        [  a£.  ^n^-uj^^  d\y^JLn^c<^-    &^  €&aJt~  \J^<Li^  / '^ruyis.ln 

Chv\&\Zc*.j  ho  *J  K<um  a.  f^LWo  ink,  a<A  \A    cHl-JVW^  j^Lt 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance.  .  * 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  is  a  defining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a  neighborhood.  v_/  /U.tte  y*-^  (ytlze 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosron  control.    Lz/v(ttist<  Ccyu 

Describe  arty  tree  health  or  structure  issues.    K/  toafch    fh^m    (jfreyn.  *Tn*-y  (j~e<X) 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (see  below).  In  addition,  it  is  acceptable  if  you  are  unable  to 
provide  some  of  the  information  requested  on  this  form. 

A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form.  '^j^3 
Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Alexis  Harte,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

OR  SFUrbanForestCouncilffisfgov.orq 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Received  bv                        rf  ft 

ADDlication  received  date     )0]\}\  0(> 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision  . 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Ttle  recorded  date 

Protec  m  ranar&aie  wm$  In  tiie  ctti 


by  Jocelyn  Cohen 


"If  ow  c;m  vve  quantify  the  impor- 
B  1  tance  of  trees  for  an  individual, 
I  community  or  the  well-being 
.  i»  of  the  urban  forest?  What  does 
it  mean  to  preserve  a  small  Japanese  black 
pine  that  symbolizes  a  long  history  to  the 
surrounding  neighborhood?  How  can  we 
measure  the  importance  of  a  single  tree  in 
an  otherwise  treeless  street  that  carries  sto- 
ries for  generations  of  inhabitants? 

San  Francisco  recently  passed  an  ordi- 
nance that  allows  people  to  tell  the  City 
about  trees  that  are  special  -  and  help  pro- 
tect and  preserve  these  trees.  The  Land- 
mark and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance  adds 
to  the  City's  existing  tree  laws,  defining 
"significant  trees"  and  establishing  a  regu- 
latory program  that  governs  their  care  and 
removal. 

The  amendments  allow  community 
members  and  city  officials  to  nominate 
trees  for  protection.  Once  nominated,  the 
tree  is  evaluated  by  the  Urban  Forestry 
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A  member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to 
nominate  a  tree  that  is  not  on  his  or  her 
property  will  need  to  get  support  from  an 
authorized  nominator  -  namely  the  SF 
Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commis- 
sion, Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board,  heads  of  City  departments  or  agen- 
cies, or  the  property  owner. 

A  tree  automatically  becomes  "signifi- 
cant" if  some  portion  of  its  trunk  is  within 
10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way  and 
meets  one  of  following  three  criteria:  a  di- 
ameter of  at  least  12  inches,  a  height  of  20 
feet  or  a  canopy  spread  in  excess  of  1 5  feet. 

These  criteria  include  all  trees  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  privately-owned  trees  within  10 
feet  of  a  public  right  of  way. 

Unlike  landmark  trees,  significant  trees 
are  automatically  protected  based  solely  on 
this  size/location  criteria  and  do  not  need 
to  be  nominated. 

With  the  new  ordinance  in  place,  it's  no 
longer  difficult  to  calculate  what  a  special 
tree  or  grove  of  trees  means  to  you.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  makes 
the  process  simple  and  enjoyable.  Go  to 
www.sTenvironnienf.org/landmai'kiree  for 
landmark  tree  nomination  forms.  For  die 
complete  text  of  the  SF  Urban  Forest  Or- 
dinance, visit  wvvw.sienvironmenf.org/; 
iandmarktree. 

joceixn  Cohen 


vorks  as  a  certified  arborist, 
garden  designer  and  aesthetic  pruner.  She  is  a 
member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  can 
be  reached  al  jocelyn  @jocelync.  com. 
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I  valya  la  tin  lafghboniiooil 

West  Portal  would  benefit  from  a  tree-lined  streets  program 


by  Todd  Prager 


Imagine  a  West  Portal  with  tree-lined 
streets  in  the  style  of  St.  Francis 
Wood  or  Forest  Hill.  The  vast  green 
canopy  could  hover  over  us,  soften- 
ing the  edges  of  a  sometimes  harsh  urban 
landscape.  The  environmental  benefits 
would  include  a  reduction  in  pollutants  and 
global  warming,  as  well  as  an  increase  in 
wildlife  habitat.  In  addition,  studies  show 
that  there  is  also  a  direct  economic  benefit 
to  homeowners,  as  trees  have  been  proven 
to  increase  property  values  by  one  percent 
per  tree  (Anderson  and  Cnrdell,  1988). 

How  can  we  make  this  dream  a 
reality ?  By  collectively  deciding  we  want 
to  support  such  an  endeavor  in  the  ways 
that  other  neighborhoods  already  have. 

If  50  percent  of  the  weighted  property 
owners  in  the  West  Portal  district  vote  to 
fund  a  comprehensive  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  program  by  a  professional 
tree  care  company,  it  would  be  mandated 
by  law  that  our  streets  would  become  lined 
with  healthy,  beautiful  trees. 

Why  should  we  pay  a  professional  or- 
ganization to  do  this?  Because  planting  and 
maintaining  trees  can  be  a  complicated  and 
expensive  endeavor  that  is  best  left  up  to 
professionals.  Evidence  of  this  can  be  seen 
by  walking  down  any  city  street  and  ob- 
ser\  ing  empty  tree  basins  where  trees  have 

existing  trees  that  have  been  damaged  and 
are  in  poor  condition  because  of  improper 
pruning,  maintenance  and  neglect. 

By  collect- vdv  contributing  to  a  neigh-, 
horbood-wide  'rec  care  fund  to  pav  pro- 
mote- efficient!'-  %pre.ad  out  the  financial 
and  rnaintc.nsnc  >  ns.-d.Vi 

■  V  fhui  is  a  \.er«  -iiK?.*  question  because 
if  •>  hard  tu  get  esiiiuate-  tor  a  service  that 
is  not  vet  comniese! \  or  icariv  defined,  h 


to  give  an  estimate  for  a  project  that  does 
not  yet  have  a  clear  source  of  funding. 

Fortunately,  because  the  professional  ar- 
borists  of  a  reputable  local  tree  care  com- 
pany called  City  Trees  thought  this  was 
such  a  great  concept,  they  generously  sur- 
vey over  200  trees  in  West  Portal  to  pro- 
vide a  rough  estimate  of  the  cost.  Their 
estimate  was  based  on  planting  the  10  per- 
cent of  empty  planting  locations;  remov- 
ing and  replanting  the  10  percent  of  dead 
and  declining  trees;  watering  all  newly- 
planted  trees;  pruning  trees  of  any  size  re- 
quiring pruning;  phasing  in  new  trees  at 
properties  that  currently  do  not  have  ba- 
sins cut  in  the  sidewalk;  and  generally 
maintaining  all  tree  basins  and  stakes. 
These  services  would  cost  approximately 
$15  to  $30  per  month,  per  property  owner. 

The  costs  could  be  further  reduced  by 
taking  advantage  of  the  many  available 
grant  opportunities,  such  as  the  Commu- 
nity Challenge  Grant  in  which  the  City  will 
match  funds  that  go  towards  neighborhood  j 
beautification  projects.  If  the  City  matched  \ 
funds  for  this  program,  then  the  costs  cot:  Id  ! 
be  further  lowered  to  about  $7.50  to  $15  | 
per  month,  per  property  owner. 

If  that  still  sounds  expensive,  consider 
that  the  average  selling  price  of  a  home  in  ; 
West  Porta!  is  $  1  million  and  mature  street  \ 
trees  nave  been  proven  to  add  one  percent  ! 
per  tree  to  the  value  of  a  typical  property.  A  I 
simple  calculation  shows  a  mature  tree 
would  increase  the  value  of  a  West  Portal 
home  by  about  $10,000: 

This  amount  dwarfs  the  cost  of  i  5  years  j 
of  uee  maintenance  required  to  obtain  a  \ 
mature  sized  tree,  which  at  $7.50  to  $30  j 
per  month,  would  add  up  to  between  \ 
£030  to  $5.^00.  In  addition  to  the  imajt-  ' 
ciai  benefits,  the  value  that  beautiful  tree-  j 
lined  streets  would  add  to  the  quality  c-t 
rlife  in  West  Portal  would  be  immefisafahle. 

.jijixoiu1  whiwit;  tu  jiiin  in  pir-rfc #/■;»?•;  • 
U/ii-ni'if;  t/Htftii'.Vi  or  ag/i  u  (t&jtifin  ill  siiD/wri 
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TREE  SHAPERS,  LLC 

TED  KIPPING  (WC-ISA  #0301)  •   PHIL  DANIELSON  (WC  ISA  #5021) 
Members,   Bay  Area  Arborist  Cooperative,   Inc.   -  License   No.  707545 

257  Joost  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California  941  31  •  (41  5)  239-2420  •  (41  5)  239-7465  Fax  •  Certified  Arborists 

October  4,  2006 

Mayya  Dhillon 

455  Chenery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA.  94131 

Dear  Mayya  Dhillon, 

Per  your  request,  on  9/27/2006  I  visited  the  property  at  455  Chenery  Street,  San  Francisco.  Your  concern 
was  for  me  to  examine  a  mature  Coastal  Redwood  in  relation  to  a  proposed  major  construction  immediatelv 
to  the  west  of  the  tree. 

What  I  observed  was  a  Coastal  Redwood/ Sequoia  sempervirens  that  was  approximately  45-50feet  tall  with 
a  DBH  of  34  inches.  DBH  being  the  diameter  of  the  tree  at  breast  height,  52  inches  above  grade.  It  was 
located  on  the  west  side  of  the  garden  behind  the  residence.  A  healthy  redwood  constrained  in  height  by  th< 
wind  but  with  a  canopy  radius  of  about  eighteen  feet  -  enough  to  reach  halfway  across  the  roof  of  the 
adjacent  cottage.  The  trunk  flares  out  at  the  property  line  so  fully  that  it  is  pushing  over  the  existing  westside 
fence. 

This  was  a  visual  inspection  only.  No  boring, drilling,  or  root-crown  excavations  were  performed.. 

Redwoods  this  size  in  a  windy  location  like  this  require  a  lot  of  water  to  stay  healthy  and  successfully  resist 
Branch  Dieback  Disease/ Botryosphaeria  dothidea.  This  tree  undoubtedly  has  its  roots  into  a  secure  water 
source.  Soils  engineering  reports  for  your  neighbors  on  the  east  side  indicate  that  ground  water  was 
encountered  at  just  thirteen  and  eighteen  feet  below  the  surface.  The  roots  certainly  follow  the  buttresses 
pushing  over  the  fence  into  and  under  the  soil  of  the  adjacent  backyard.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the 
proposed  construction  would  excavate  two  stories  below  the  existing  grade,  that  the  building  will  extend 
twenty  feet  beyond  the  existing  rear  building  corner,  and  that  the  proposed  building  envelope  will  rise  four 
stories  above  the  street  level.. 

If  this  construction  goes  through  as  proposed  it  will  cut  deeply  into  the  vital  structure  of  your  big  Redwood. 
Both  the  sustaining  root  system  and  stabilizing  rootbuttress  and  the  whole  of  the  westside  canopy  will  be 
destroyed.  This  tree  will  not  survive  such  a  violent  imposition. 

Have  the  developers  either  modify  their  plans  to  accommodate  the  vital  and  healthy  continuance  of  this  tree 
or  have  them  pay  you  for  the  loss  of  amenity  as  well  as  property  resale  values.. 

Sincerely 

Ted  Kipping  -  ISA  WC-0301 
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^■"^-*»"^    Tree  Care  St  Planting 
169  Lower  Terrace.  •  San  Francisco,  CA  94114 
(415)  626-8535 


September  30,  2006 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

The  International  Society  of  Arboriculture  publishes  the  "Arborists'  Certification  Study 
Guide"  (2001).  In  the  chapter  titled  Trees  and  Constuction  the  following  appears: 

The  single  most  important  action  that  can  be  taken  at  the  start  of  the  construction  process 
is  to  set  up  construction  fences  around  all  trees  that  are  to  remain.  The  fences  should  be 
placed  as  far  out  from  the  trunks  of  the  trees  as  possible.  As  a  general  guideline,  allow  1 
foot  of  diameter  from  the  trunk  for  each  inch  of  trunk  diameter.  The  intent  is  not  merely 
to  protect  the  aboveground  portions  of  the  trees  but  also  the  root  systems. 


Sincerely, 


Pamela  Lovell 
Arborist 
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MAIN  NUMBER 

(415)  558-6378 


DIRECTOR'S  OFFICE 
PHONE:  558-641 1 

4TH  FLOOR 
FAX:  558-6426 


ZONING  ADMINISTRATOR 
PHONE:  558-6350 

5TH  FLOOR 
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DATE:       October  13,  2006 

TO:  Interested  Parties 

FROM:      Linda  Avery 

Planning  Commission  Secretary 

RE:  Planning  Commission  Action 

Property  Address:  461  Chenery  Street 

Building  Permit  Application  No.:  2005.09.22.3615 
Discretionary  Review  Case  No.:  2006.0898D 

On  October  12,  2006,  the  Planning  Commission  conducted  a  Discretionary  Review  hearing  to 
consider  the  following  project: 

461  CHENERY  SREET-  south  side  between  Mateo  and  Roanoke  Streets,  Lot  022  in  Assessor's 
Block  6718  -  Request  for  Discretionary  Review  of  Building  Permit  Application  No. 
2005.09.22.3615,  proposing  to  raise  the  existing  building  to  construct  a  first  floor  garage, 
construct  a  rear  horizontal  addition  and  a  one-story  vertical  addition  with  a  stair  penthouse,  and 
add  a  second  dwelling  unit  to  an  existing  single-family  dwelling,  located  in  a  RH-2  (Residential, 
House,  Two-Family)  District  and  a  40-X  Height  and  Bulk  District. 


1.  ACTION 

The  Commission  determined  that  modifications  to  the  project  were  necessary  and  took  DR  and 
approved  subject  to  the  ZA  determination  on  the  demolition  issues;  the  applicant  working  with 
an  arborist  to  determine  replacement  of  the  subject  tree  if  construction  causes  death/significant 
damage  to  tree;  removal  of  damaged  tree  if  DR  requestor  allows  access  to  her  property; 
replacement  of  tree  with  like  specimen  of  15  to  30  gal. 


2.  FINDINGS 

The  reasons  the  Commission  took  the  action  described  above  include: 

•  The  DR  requestor  provided  an  arborist  report  that  stated  the  tree  would  be  adversely 
impacted  by  the  proposed  construction.  The  DR  requestor  made  this  arborist  report 
public  for  the  first  time  at  the  hearing. 

•  The  applicant  had  agreed  to  hire  an  arborist  to  help  retain  the  tree. 

•  The  Zoning  Administrator  is  concerned  that  the  project  may  be  tantamount  to  a 
demolition.  Further  analysis  of  this  issue  is  needed  and  may  result  in  the  project  being 
revised  or  reviewed  as  a  demolition. 


•  The  DR  requestor  was  not  concerned  about  the  possible  demolition  issue. 

•  No  neighbors  expressed  concern  about  the  scale  of  the  building. 

•  Four  off-street  parking  spaces  would  be  provided  where  only  one  space  is  required. 


3.  Speakers  at  the  hearing  included: 


In  support  of  the  project 

In  support  of  the  DR  request 

Daniel  Frattin 

Maya  Dhillon 

Jim  Deveney 

Ayes:  Commissioners,  Alexander,  Lee,  Antonini,  Sugaya 
Nayes:    Commissioners  Olague,  Moore 
Absent:  none 


Case  Planner:     Michael  Smith,  (415)  558-6322 


You  can  appeal  the  Commission's  action  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  by  appealing  the  issuance  of 
the  permit.  Please  contact  the  Board  of  Appeals  at  (415)  575-6880  for  further  information 
regarding  the  appeals  process. 


CC:    Linda  Avery 
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Re:     Opposition  to  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  at  455  Chenery  St. 
Hearing  Date:  December  8,  2006 
Our  File  No.:  5932.01 

Dear  Urban  Forestry  Council  Members: 

This  office  represents  Mr.  Doug  Gillies,  owner  of  461  Chenery  Street,  which  is 
adjacent  to  the  property  at  455  Chenery  Street  and  contains  portions  of  the  tree  nominated 
for  landmark  status.  By  this  letter,  we  respectfully  assert  that  the  landmark  nomination  is 
not  properly  before  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  ("Council")  and  cannot  be  acted  upon. 
Alternatively,  we  respectfully  request  that  you  reject  the  nomination,  because  the  tree 
does  not  satisfy  the  criteria  for  a  landmark  designation. 

A.  BACKGROUND 

Ms.  Maya  Dhillon,  owner  of  455  Chenery  Street,  submitted  a  landmark  tree 
nomination  form  ("Nomination")  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  on  October  13,  2006. 1 
The  subject  tree  of  the  Nomination  ("Tree"),  a  coastal  redwood  {Sequoia  sempervirens), 
is  located  in  the  yard  at  the  rear  of  Ms.  Dhillon's  house.  Mr.  Gillies  owns  the  property  at 
461  Chenery  Street,  which  is  adjacent  to  Ms.  Dhillon's  property  and  contains  portions  of 
the  Tree. 


To  date,  this  office  has  received  and  reviewed  written  observations  prepared  by 
three  different  tree  professionals:  (1)  a  report  prepared  by  Mr.  John  Bryan,  a  consulting 
arborist  registered  with  the  American  Society  of  Consulting  Arborists  ("Arborist 
Report");  (2)  an  evaluation  form  completed  by  Ms.  Grace  Ma  of  your  staff 
("Evaluation");  and  (3)  a  brief  letter  prepared  by  Mr.  Ted  Kipping  of  Tree  Shapers,  LLC, 
("Kipping  Letter")  and  submitted  by  Ms.  Dhillon  with  the  Nomination.2  According  to 
these  documents,  the  characteristics  of  the  Tree  are  as  follows: 


1  The  Nomination  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A. 

2  The  Arborist  Report  and  Evaluation  are  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B.  The  Kipping  Letter  is  appended  to 
the  Nomination  in  Exhibit  A. 
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■  The  main  trunk  of  the  Tree  is  on  Ms.  Dhillon's  property  (Arborist  Report, 
Evaluation,  Kipping  Letter); 

■  The  trunk  is  located  approximately  eight  feet  from  the  southeast  corner  of  Mr. 
Gillies'  building  at  461  Chenery  (Arborist  Report); 

■  Sucker  shoots  at  the  base  of  the  Tree,  measuring  six  to  eight  feet  in  width  and 
five  to  six  feet  in  height,  are  pushing  over  the  property  line  fence  and 
encroaching  onto  Mr.  Gillies'  property  (Arborist  Report); 

■  The  Tree  is  approximately  45 -feet  in  height  with  a  trunk  diameter  of 
approximately  35-inches  and  a  canopy  spread  ranging  from  16  to  24  feet 
(Arborist  Report,  Evaluation,  Kipping  Letter); 

■  The  branches  of  the  Tree  extend  nine  to  twelve  feet  above  the  roof  of  Mr. 
Gillies'  building  (Arborist  Report); 

■  Three  side  branches,  arising  roughly  nine  feet  above  the  ground,  extend  into 
and  crowd  the  upper  growth  of  the  Tree  (Arborist  Report); 

■  Substantial  amounts  of  detritus,  including  ivy  and  deadwood,  has  accumulated 
in  the  portions  of  the  Tree  greater  than  18-feet  above  the  ground,  providing 
potential  habitat  for  vermin  and  insects,  increasing  the  Tree's  wind  resistance, 
and  impeding  the  flow  of  light  and  air  (Arborist  Report). 

On  November  14,  2006,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  ("Committee")  reviewed 
the  Nomination  at  a  public  hearing.  The  Committee  declined  to  recommend  the  Tree  for 
landmark  status,  as  a  majority  of  its  members  believed  the  Tree  failed  to  satisfy  the 
criteria  for  designation. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  should  also  be  aware  that  the  Planning  Commission, 
after  a  duly  noticed  public  hearing,  approved  an  addition  to  the  single-family  home  at  461 
Chenery  Street.  Mr.  Gillies  intends  to  renovate  and  expand  the  building,  which  will 
serve  as  his  primary  residence  upon  completion  of  the  project.  In  response  to  concerns 
raised  by  Ms.  Dhillon  at  that  hearing,  Mr.  Gillies  agreed  to  hire  a  consulting  arborist  to 
advise  him  regarding  construction  techniques  that  will  minimize  the  impact  of 
construction  on  the  tree  and  to  replace  the  tree  if  it  cannot  be  retained.  This  agreement  is 
memorialized  in  the  Planning  Commission's  approval. 


The  Planning  Commission  approval  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C. 
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B.       THE  NOMINATION  IS  NOT  PROPERLY  BEFORE  THE  COUNCIL. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  ("Ordinance")  restricts  the  manner  in  which  trees 
may  be  nominated.  Private  parties  may  only  nominate  trees  that  are  contained  on  their 
property.  The  Ordinance  and  analogous  local  laws  related  to  landmark  buildings  indicate 
that  all  property  owners  subject  to  a  landmark  designation — not  just  a  portion  of  it — must 
subscribe  to  privately  initiated  nomination  requests.  State  law  recognizes  that  Mr.  Gillies 
owns  the  branches  and  roots  of  the  Tree  that  encroach  on  his  property.  Therefore,  Mr. 
Gillies  must  subscribe  to  the  Nomination  for  it  to  be  valid.  Because  he  has  not  done  this, 
the  Nomination  is  not  properly  before  the  Council  and  should  not  be  acted  upon. 

1.       Privately  Initiated  Nominations  Require  the  Property  Owner's 
Consent. 

The  Ordinance  sets  out  three  methods  by  which  a  tree  may  be  nominated  for  a 
landmark  designation:  (1)  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission  or  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  may  nominate  a  tree  by  resolution;  (2)  the  director  of  any 
City  agency  or  department  may  submit  a  written  nomination;  or  (3)  the  property  owner 
whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  may  nominate  a  tree.  (Public  Works  Code  § 
810(b)(1)).  The  Ordinance  does  not  further  define  the  term  "contains."  According  to 
Webster's  Unabridged  Dictionary,  "contain"  means  to  "hold  or  include  within  its  volume 
or  area."  Thus,  private  persons  whose  property  does  not  hold  or  include  a  tree,  may  not 
nominate  a  tree.  The  power  to  nominate  trees  without  a  property  owner's  consent  rests 
solely  with  designated  public  bodies  and  public  officials. 

The  Ordinance  does  not  set  out  a  specific  procedure  for  nomination  where  a  tree 
is  jointly  owned  or  where  its  branches  are  roots  are  contained  on  multiple  properties 
rather  than  one.  However,  its  general  approach  to  privately  initiated  nominations 
indicates  that  the  owners  of  all  property  containing  the  tree  must  request  the  nomination. 
The  alternative  would  allow  one  private  party  to  initiate  a  process  that  culminates  in  a 
restriction  on  another  private  party's  ownership  interests.  The  Ordinance  clearly  reserves 
this  power  to  public  bodies  and  public  officials. 

The  legislative  history  of  the  Ordinance  also  indicates  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  did  not  intend  to  allow  private  individuals  to  nominate  trees  not  located 
wholly  on  their  own  property.  An  early  version  of  the  Ordinance  would  have  allowed 
any  interested  party  to  nominate  any  tree  without  regard  to  its  ownership.  At  the  request 
of  former  Supervisor  Ma,  the  legislation  was  amended  to  limit  private  nominations  to 
address  her  concerns  about  the  potential  for  undue  interference  with  private  property 
rights.4    She  stated  the  amendments  were  necessary  to  make  the  nomination  process 

4  Please  refer  to  former  Supervisor  Ma's  remarks  at  the  December  5,  2005,  hearing  of  the  City  Operations 
and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  2:5 1 .  Video  of  the  hearing  is 
available  at  http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=8. 
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"accountable  to  the  homeowner"  and  to  provide  "assurances  for  property  owners."3  This 
again  indicates  that  the  private  nomination  process  was  intended  to  be  a  consensual  one 
initiated  only  with  the  consent  of  all  the  affected  owners. 

2.  Landmark  Building  Designations  not  Initiated  by  a  Public  Body 
Require  the  Consent  of  a  Property  Owner. 

Analogous  procedures  governing  the  designation  of  landmark  buildings  suggest 
the  above  interpretation  of  the  Ordinance  is  correct.  Under  the  Planning  Code,  the 
process  to  landmark  a  building  may  be  initiated  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the 
Planning  Commission,  the  Art  Commission,  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board,  or  "on  the  verified  application  of  owners  of  the  property  to  be  designated  or  their 
authorized  agents."  (San  Francisco  Planning  Code  §  1004.1). 6  The  Planning  Code  does 
not  allow  one  property  owner  to  initiate  the  landmark  process  for  a  building,  or  portions 
of  a  building,  on  another's  property.  Rather,  initiation  without  an  owner's  consent  is 
entrusted  to  designated  public  bodies.  At  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hearing  on  the 
Ordinance,  Supervisor  McGoldrick  indicated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination 
procedures  were  intended  to  "try  to,  in  some  sense,  parallel  the  landmark"  building 
process,  which  again  suggests  that  all  affected  property  owners  must  subscribe  to  a 
nomination  in  order  for  it  to  be  valid. 

3.  State  Law  Recognizes  Mr.  Gillies'  Ownership  Interests  in  the  Tree. 

California  law  recognizes  that  "trees  whose  trunks  are  wholly  upon  the  land  of 
one  owner  belong  exclusively  to  him."  (Cal.Civ.  Code  §  833).  However,  countervailing 
principles  of  state  law  recognize  that  a  landowner  has  the  right  to  the  surface  of  the  land 
and  to  anything  situated  beneath  or  above  it.  (Cal.  Civ.  Code  §  829).  The  California 
Supreme  Court  has  reconciled  these  two  principles  by  stating  that  encroaching  tree 
branches  "belong"  to  the  owner  of  the  property  on  which  they  encroach,  not  to  the  owner 
of  the  land  on  which  the  trunk  is  located.  (Grandona  v.  Lovdal,  (1889)  78  Cal.  611,  618). 
Because  the  Tree  encroaches  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property,  state  law  clearly  establishes  that 
Mr.  Gillies  has  ownership  interests  in  the  Tree — interests  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
intended  to  protect  from  interference  by  private  parties. 


5  Please  refer  to  former  Supervisor  Ma's  remarks  at  the  October  1 1,  2005,  hearing  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  27:00.  Video  of  the  hearing  is  available  at 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=8. 

6  Planning  Code  §  1004.1  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  D. 

7  Please  refer  to  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  remarks  at  the  October  11,  2005,  hearing  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  25:00.  Video  of  the  hearing  is  available  at 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=8. 
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4.  The  Roots  and  Branches  of  the  Tree  are  not  Wholly  Contained  on  455 
Chenery  Street. 

It  is  undisputed  that  a  substantial  portion  of  the  Tree,  its  roots,  and  branches 
encroach  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property.  According  to  the  Arborist  Report,  numerous  "sucker 
shoots"  from  the  Tree  are  located  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property.  (Arborist  Report  at  p.  I). 
These  shoots  are  damaging  the  property  line  fence  and  impeding  access  to  the  garden  at 
the  rear  of  his  property.  (Id.  at  3).  The  branches  of  the  tree  extend  up  to  12  feet  over 
Mr.  Gillies'  roof,  and  its  roots  extend  underneath  Mr.  Gillies  land.  (Id  at  2-3).  The 
encroachment  is  confirmed  by  the  Kipping  Letter  submitted  with  the  Nomination.  Thus, 
substantial  portions  of  the  Tree  are  contained  on  Ms.  Dhillon's  property. 

5.  The  Nomination  is  not  Properly  before  the  Subcommittee. 

By  the  terms  of  the  Ordinance,  the  Nomination  is  not  properly  before  the 
Subcommittee.  No  designated  city  body  or  official  has  nominated  the  Tree.  Rather,  the 
Nomination  was  filed  by  Ms.  Dhillon,  whose  property  at  455  Chenery  Street  contains 
only  a  portion  of  the  Tree.  According  to  the  documents  Ms.  Dhillon  submitted  herself, 
substantial  portions  of  the  tree,  its  roots,  and  branches,  encroach  onto  Mr.  Gillies 
property.  (Kipping  Letter) . 

The  Ordinance  does  not  provide  that  a  private  property  owner  may  nominate  a 
tree,  or  portions  thereof,  located  on  the  property  of  another  and  thereby  initiate  a  process 
that  may  ultimately  deny  that  property  owner  of  substantial  property  rights.  The  only 
mechanisms  available  to  initiate  a  nomination  without  the  consent  of  the  affected 
property  owners  requires  action  by  a  designated  city  official  or  body.  No  such  action  was 
taken  here,  and  Mr.  Gillies'  consent  is  therefore  required  for  the  Nomination  to  be  valid 
and  to  proceed.  Mr.  Gillies  has  not  supplied  his  consent,  and  we  therefore  respectfully 
urge  that  the  Subcommittee  refrain  from  considering  the  Nomination. 

C.       THE  TREE  DOES  NOT  MERIT  A  LANDMARK  DESIGNATION. 

The  criteria  for  determining  whether  a  tree  is  worthy  of  landmark  status  are  set 
out  in  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(E)  of  the  Ordinance.  (Public  Works  Code  §  810(a)). 
Specifically,  the  Subcommittee  and  the  Urban  Tree  Council  shall  consider  the  following 
factors: 

■  The  tree's  size,  age,  and  species; 

■  Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a  prominent 
landscape  feature; 
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■  Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has  significant 
ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a 
historic  planting  program  that  defines  neighborhood  character; 

■  Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 
wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion 
control,  or  acts  as  a  wind  or  sound  barrier;  and 

■  Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area 
or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple 
properties,  and  is  visually  accessible  from  the  public  right-of-way. 

We  respectfully  submit  that  the  materials  submitted  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council,  including  the  Nomination,  do  not  establish  that  the  Tree  merits  landmark  status. 
Rather,  they  indicate  that  the  Tree  is  poorly  maintained,  inappropriate  for  its  location,  and 
insignificant  as  a  cultural,  historical,  ecological  or  aesthetic  resource.  The  Tree  cannot  be 
designated  as  a  landmark  tree  since  the  relevant  criteria  have  not  been  satisfied. 

1.       Size,  Age  and  Species 

The  Tree  is  unexceptional  in  terms  of  its  size  age  and  species.  According  to  the 
Evaluation,  the  tree  is  not  "greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age."  Ms.  Dhillon  has 
asserted  that  the  Tree  is  notable  for  its  size  and  age.  (Nomination).  However,  Ms. 
Dhillon 's  claim  is  contradicted  by  the  Kipping  Letter,  which  she  submitted  in  support  of 
the  Nomination.  The  Kipping  Letter  indicates  only  that  the  Tree  is  a  "mature"  specimen, 
which  is  "constrained  in  height  by  the  wind."  (Kipping  Letter).  Thus,  the  only  support 
for  the  Tree  being  atypically  old  or  large  is  Ms.  Dhillon's  lay  opinion — an  opinion 
directly  contradicted  by  the  letter  allegedly  supporting  the  Nomination. 

The  Evaluation  and  the  Nomination  both  indicate  that  the  tree,  a  coastal  redwood, 
is  a  rare  species  for  San  Francisco.  However,  rarity  is  not  one  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
the  Ordinance  and  should  not  qualify  a  tree  for  landmark  status  when  the  alleged  rarity  is 
attributable  to  a  species'  inappropriateness  for  San  Francisco's  dense  urban 
neighborhoods.  Here,  the  Tree  in  question  can  grow  to  heights  in  excess  of  200  feet  and 
its  trunk  can  grow  to  over  20-feet  in  diameter.  Trees  of  such  stature  and  girth  are  poorly 
suited  to  San  Francisco's  typical  lot  pattern  of  intensively  developed  2 5 -foot-by- 100-foot 
lots.  Where  rarity  is  attributable  to  the  fact  that  a  Tree  is  largely  incompatible  with  San 
Francisco's  prevalent  development  pattern,  this  factor  should  not  weigh  in  favor  of  a 
landmark  designation. 


This  information  is  taken  from  the  Columbia  Electronic  Encyclopedia,  available  online  at 
www.encyclopedia.com. 
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Moreover,  there  is  disagreement  as  to  whether  the  Tree  is  in  fact  rare,  and  it  was 
apparent  at  the  Committee  hearing  that  this  criterion  has  not  been  defined  with  clarity  by 
the  Council.  Some  members  of  the  Committee  believed  that  "rarity"  should  be  assessed 
on  a  citywide  basis,  while  others  suggested  that  trees  that  were  common  in  public  parks 
might  nonetheless  be  considered  rare  if  there  were  relatively  few  of  them  on  private 
property.  We  respectfully  assert  that  the  Council  should  not  landmark  trees  on  the  basis 
of  rarity  until  it  has  adopted  and  made  public  a  more  precise  definition  of  this  term. 

2.  Visual  Characteristics 

The  visual  characteristics  of  the  Tree  do  not  support  a  landmark  designation.  Its 
outward  appearance  reflects  an  ongoing  pattern  of  poor  care  and  maintenance.  For 
example,  the  side  branches  are  crowding  the  upper  growth.  (Arborist  Report  at  2).  Until 
recently,  lower  portions  of  the  Tree  were  covered  in  ivy.9  Although  the  ivy  has  been 
removed  from  the  bottom  18-feet  of  the  Tree,  it  remains  attached  above  this  height. 
(Arborist  Report  at  2).  Considerable  dead  wood  and  debris  has  been  allowed  to 
accumulate  in  the  upper  portions  of  the  Tree,  and  several  stubs  of  branches  evidence 
incorrect  pruning.  (Id.;  See  also  Evaluation).  Because  of  the  Tree's  poorly  maintained 
condition,  it  is  not  visually  outstanding  and  does  not  meet  this  criteria  for  designation  as  a 
landmark. 

Second,  the  Tree's  height  is  constrained  by  wind  in  its  location,  and  it  therefore 
does  not  represent  a  particularly  well-formed  tree  of  its  type.  (See  Kipping  Letter).  The 
combination  of  this  relatively  low  height  and  location  in  a  sloping  yard  behind  a  building 
make  it  difficult  to  see  the  Tree  from  the  sidewalk.  (Evaluation).  Notwithstanding  Ms. 
Dhillon's  wholly  unsupported  assertion  to  the  contrary,  the  Tree  is  not  a  "prominent 
landscape  feature."  (See  Evaluation). 

3.  Cultural  and  Historic  Characteristics 

The  record  is  devoid  of  any  evidence  that  the  Tree  is  culturally  or  historically 
significant.  Neither  the  Evaluation  nor  the  Nomination  identify  a  single  relevant 
characteristic  that  would  establish  the  Tree  as  a  historic  or  cultural  resource. 

Ms.  Dhillon  asserts  that  the  Tree  is  culturally  and  historically  significant,  an 
object  of  neighborhood  and  ethnic  appreciation,  and  part  of  a  planting  that  defines 
neighborhood  character.  There  is  no  support  for  these  claims.  No  other  community 
residents  have  voiced  support  for  the  Nomination.  In  the  Nomination,  Ms.  Dhillon 
relabels  her  personal  appreciation  for  the  Tree,  along  with  her  own  ethnicity  and  religious 
practices,  as  cultural  or  historical  significance.  This  mischaracterization  does  not 
establish  that  the  Tree  has  any  broader  historic  or  cultural  importance. 


9  Photographs  of  the  Tree  are  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  E.  Please  note  that  the  Tree  is  identified  as  the 
"DR  Requestor's  Tree"  in  the  photographs,  which  were  annotated  for  the  Planning  Commission's  review. 
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The  Tree  is  not  a  defining  aspect  of  neighborhood  character,  either  taken  individually 
or  as  part  of  a  historic  planting.  As  noted  in  the  Evaluation,  the  Tree  is  not  easily  visible 
from  the  street.  There  is  also  no  evidence  that  the  Tree,  along  with  others  of  like  species, 
size,  and  age,  are  a  defining  feature  of  the  neighborhood. 

4.       Ecological  Characteristics 

The  Tree's  ecological  characteristics  may,  on  balance,  be  detrimental.  Although 
this  Tree,  like  virtually  any  other  mature  tree,  provides  potential  habitat  for  various  types 
of  wildlife,  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  this  habitat  is  "important"  or  that  the  type  of 
wildlife  that  would  use  it  is  appropriate  or  desirable.  In  particular,  the  accumulation  of 
deadwood  and  ivy  in  the  upper  branches  provides  an  attractive  locale  for  vermin  and 
insects.  (Arborist  Report  at  2).  An  infestation  by  vermin  or  insects  would  clearly 
undermine  the  Tree's  value  as  wildlife  habitat  for  more  desirable  species  and  pose  a 
potential  health  risk  for  neighborhood  residents. 

Ms.  Dhillon  asserts  that  the  Tree  acts  as  a  wind  or  sound  barrier,  but  has  not  presented 
any  supporting  evidence.  The  Evaluation  noted  no  such  benefits.  Because  the  Tree  is 
located  in  the  relatively  low-noise  environment  of  a  residential  back  yard,  it  is  doubtful 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  noise  to  be  screened  in  the  first  place. 

The  benefits,  if  any,  that  the  Tree  provides  as  a  wind  block  are  more  appropriately 
characterized  as  unfavorable  impacts.  Because  detritus  has  been  allowed  to  accumulate 
in  the  Tree  and  the  foliage  in  its  upper  branches  is  overly  dense,  the  Tree  impedes  the 
circulation  of  light  and  air.  (Arborist  Report  at  2).  By  making  the  tree  more  resistant  to 
wind,  these  same  features  may  present  a  safety  risk.  (Id.). 

Finally,  Ms.  Ma,  the  author  of  the  Evaluation,  and  Ms.  Dhillon  assert  the  Tree 
provides  erosion  control.  However,  there  is  no  evidence  that  erosion  problems  would 
occur  in  the  Tree's  absence,  that  the  erosion  control  is  not  attributable  to  other  plants  and 
structures  on  the  site,  or  that  the  asserted  benefits  exceed  the  damage  caused  by  the 
Tree's  uncontrolled  growth.  Mr.  Bryan  has  observed  the  Tree  and  does  not  believe  it 
provides  significant  erosion  control.10 

In  contrast  to  the  poorly  documented  erosion  control  benefits,  the  damage  caused 
by  the  Tree  may  be  readily  observed.  The  Tree's  sucker  shoots  are  pushing  over  the 
property  line  fence,  encroaching  on  and  impeding  access  to  Mr.  Gillies'  garden. 
(Arborist  Report  at  3;  Kipping  Letter).  The  roots  are  also  lifting  the  bricks  in  Ms. 
Dhillon's  garden.  (Evaluation).  No  investigation  was  made  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
roots  may  be  damaging  the  foundations  of  the  buildings  at  either  455  or  461  Chenery 


Conversation  with  Mr.  Bryan  on  November  8,  2006. 
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Street,  though  the  proximity  of  the  Tree  to  the  Mr.  Gillies'  building  makes  such  damage  a 
distinct  possibility. 1 1  These  existing  and  potential  impacts  clearly  outweigh  the  purported 
erosion  control  benefits  of  the  Tree,  which,  if  they  exist  at  all,  are  marginal  at  best. 

Taken  together,  all  of  this  indicates  the  Tree  is  not  important  as  wildlife  habitat, 
provides  few — if  any — noise,  wind  or  erosion  benefits.  In  its  present,  poorly  maintained 
condition,  the  Tree  constitutes  a  potential  habitat  for  vermin  and  insects,  is  causing 
damage  to  property,  and  may  pose  a  safety  risk  when  exposed  to  high  winds.  Overall,  its 
ecological  characteristics  weigh  against  a  landmark  designation. 

5.       Locational  Characteristics. 

The  locational  characteristics  of  the  Tree  do  not  warrant  a  landmark  designation. 
Though  the  Evaluation  asserts  that  the  neighborhood  may  be  a  "low  tree-density  area," 

1 2 

aerial  photographs  show  that  the  mid-block  open  space  is  relatively  well  planted.  The 
Tree  is  not  in  a  high  traffic  area.  It  is  located  at  the  rear  of  the  property  and  is  difficult  to 
observe  from  the  street.  As  noted  above,  this  location  is  not  prominent.  The  Tree's 
location  makes  it  a  private  asset,  not  a  public  one. 

In  many  respects,  the  location  of  the  Tree  is  inappropriate.  Because  the  sucker 
shoots  have  been  allowed  to  grow  freely,  they  are  pushing  over  the  property-line  fence 
onto  Mr.  Gillies'  property  and  impeding  access  to  his  garden.  The  branches  of  the  Tree 
encroach  some  12-feet  above  the  roof  of  Mr.  Gillies'  building,  into  the  area  approved  for 
an  addition  by  the  Planning  Commission.  The  roots  and  branches  of  the  Tree  are 
growing  onto  Mr.  Gillies'  property,  and  are  likely  to  increase  the  cost  and  difficulty  of 
any  construction  on  his  property.  These  factors  indicate  that  the  Tree's  extension  onto 
several  properties  is  not  beneficial.  Rather,  the  location  of  the  Tree  in  close  proximity  to 
neighboring  structures  is  problematic  and  is  causing  damage  to  Mr.  Gilllies'  property. 

Finally,  the  information  submitted  by  Ms.  Dhillon  indicates  that  the  Tree  is  poorly 
suited  for  its  location.  The  Kipping  Letter  states  that  "[rjedwoods  this  size  in  a  windy 
location  like  this  require  a  lot  of  water  to  stay  healthy  and  successfully  resist  Branch 
Dieback  Disease."  Thus,  the  location  of  the  Tree  increases  its  proneness  to  disease. 

D.       THE  TREE  CAN  BE  RETAINED  DURING  CONSTRUCTION. 

Although  Mr.  Gillies'  proposed  construction  project  is  not  among  the  criteria  the 
Council  may  consider  in  evaluating  the  Nomination,  it  is  worth  noting  that  there  is  no 
expert  opinion  in  the  record  that  indicates  the  construction  will  kill  the  tree.  Mr.  Gillies 
has  made  good  faith  efforts  to  comply  with  the  Planning  Commission's  decision  and 


1  The  tree  is  located  approximately  eight  feet  from  the  southeast  corner  of  Mr.  Gillies'  building. 
12Aerial  photographs  of  the  block  are  attached  as  Exhibit  F. 
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retain  the  tree.  He  has  hired  a  consulting  arborist  who  has  reviewed  the  construction 
plans  and  determined  that  the  tree  can  be  retained  if  special  techniques  are  employed 
during  construction.13 

Ms.  Dhillon  would  like  the  Council  to  believe  that  the  Tree  will  be  killed  if  it  is 
not  designated  a  landmark  and  has  submitted  a  letter  to  this  effect  from  an  arborist.  (See 
Kipping  Letter).  However,  this  letter  was  not  based  on  a  review  of  the  actual 
construction  plans,  but  on  Ms.  Dhillon' s  erroneous  description  of  the  project. 
Specifically,  the  Kipping  Letter  states  that  the  construction  will  excavate  "two  stories 
below  the  existing  grade,  that  the  building  will  extend  twenty  feet  beyond  the  existing 
rear  building  corner,  and  that  the  proposed  building  envelope  will  rise  four  stories  above 
the  street  level." 

In  reality,  the  building  will  be  extended  only  eight  feet — not  twenty — to  the  rear 
and  will  leave  a  side  setback  of  five  feet  from  Ms.  Dhillon' s  property  line.  It  will  rise 
three — not  four — stories  over  street  level.  (Planning  Department  Notice  of  Building 
Permit  Application  for  461  Chenery). 14  Although  a  basement  level  will  be  added  to  the 
building,  excavation  will  be  limited  to  five  feet — not  two  stories — in  depth.15  This 
excavation  will  be  at  least  five  feet  from  Ms.  Dhillon's  property.  Thus,  even  if  the  issue 
were  relevant  to  the  Nomination,  there  is  no  reliable  expert  testimony  in  the  record  to 
support  the  dire  effects  Ms.  Dhillon  claims  will  result  from  Mr.  Gillies'  efforts  to  expand 
his  home. 

E.  CONCLUSION 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  we  respectfully  request  that  you  decline  to  consider  the 
Nomination.  By  the  terms  of  the  Ordinance,  nominations  not  initiated  by  a  designated 
public  body  or  official  must  be  subscribed  to  by  the  owners  of  all  the  property  containing 
the  subject  tree.  Here,  substantial  portions  of  the  Tree  encroach  on  Mr.  Gillies  property. 
Under  state  law,  these  portions  of  the  tree  belong  to  Mr.  Gillies.  Designating  the  tree  a 
landmark  through  this  privately  initiated  Nomination  could  deprive  Mr.  Gillies  of 
significant  property  rights  without  his  consent.  This  violates  the  Urban  Forestry 
Ordinance. 

Alternatively,  although  the  Nomination  is  not  properly  before  the  Subcommittee, 
should  the  Subcommittee  decide  to  consider  the  Nomination  on  its  merits,  we 
respectfully  request  a  recommendation  that  the  Tree  does  not  qualify  for  landmark  status. 
As  set  out  above,  the  criteria  for  designating  the  Tree  a  landmark  have  not  been  satisfied. 


13  Comments  of  John  Bryan,  Consulting  Arborist,  before  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  on  November  14, 
2006. 

14  The  Planning  Department  Notice  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  G. 


15  Conversation  with  Drake  Gardner,  architect  for  Mr.  Gillies'  project,  on  November  9,  2006. 
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The  Tree  is  neither  exceptionally  old  nor  large  for  its  species,  and  the  alleged  rarity  of  the 
species  in  San  Francisco  is  attributable  to  the  fact  that  it  is  often  an  inappropriate  tree  for 
planting  in  San  Francisco's  dense  urban  neighborhoods.  A  history  of  poor  maintenance 
has  diminished  the  visual  quality  of  the  tree,  and  accumulations  of  detritus  in  its  branches 
make  it  a  potential  habitat  for  vermin  and  insects.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate  the  Tree  is 
culturally  or  historically  significant,  or  that  is  a  character-defining  feature  of  the 
neighborhood.  Rather,  it  is  difficult  to  see  from  the  sidewalk  and  its  location  on  multiple 
properties  is  a  detriment,  not  a  benefit,  to  the  adjacent  owner.  For  all  these  reasons,  the 
Tree  does  not  satisfy  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the  Ordinance  and  is  ineligible  for  landmark 
status. 


Enclosures 

cc:      Ms.  Carolyn  Blair,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Mike  Boss,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  Jocelyn  Cohen,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Dr.  Larry  Costello,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Steve  Griswold,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  David  Habert,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Milton  Marks,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  Lena  Miller,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Terry  Milne,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  Susan  Nervo,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Kelly  Quirke,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  AnMarie  Rodgers,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Paul  Sacamano,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Mr.  Mark  Sustarich,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ms.  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Associate 
Ms.  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
Ms.  Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Ms.  Maya  Dhillon,  Nomination  Requestor 
Mr.  Doug  Gillies 

Mr.  John  Bryan,  Consulting  Arborist 


Very  truly  yours, 


REUBEN  &  JUNIUS,  LLP 
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Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  their  property.  City  departments 
and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  approach  a  property  owner,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  or  the  head  of  a  City  department  or 
agency  about  nominating  a  tree. 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner: 
MA^A    KAUft>  MlLLQK) 
Name 

Address  -  _ 

 3ajf\  \~\f€UA£X£CO  j  

Address  _  •  ps 

Phone  (day) 

Fax# 


Authorized  nominator  (if  not  owner): 


x. 


Email 

Property  owner  consent  "HYes  Q  No 


Fax# 


Email 


I  am  the  property  owner  or  designee  of  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff 
to  evaluate  a  tree  orrthe  property  with  advance  notice. 


Signature 
Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION  /O  fl  ^'         O  A  O    /I  1 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):    CjJ>  ftftTUcu  CetuhtH  I^Ju)^d^/_  S^<^cGi  cl 

Number  of  trees:        1  ■  

Street  address:     %S  dlg<g£i^  £t  ^.R,  Cg  >  q<A  1/  

Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard   H  Rear  yard    O  Side  yard     Q  Corner-side  yard 
Q  Public  right-of-way  □  Public  lands  □  Not  sure 
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GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  

Height  feet 
Average  canopy  width1  Iff  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2         r'hi,  inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3   inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  htto://www. isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaqe.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

Species 
IS  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

IS  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

S  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
IS  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 


Key  Location 

High  traffic  area 
Low  tree  density  area 
I]  Extends  between  several  properties 
Z|  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

TSf  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

K]  Erosion  control 

ffi  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

Prominent  landscape  feature 
[^Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition 

SI  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems 


D  Major  problems       D  Extreme  problems 


□  Root  issues 

D  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 
Q  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 
D  Trunk  cavities 

□  Broken  or  dead  branches 

O  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 
D  Pest  or  disease  problem 

□  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 


I 
i 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site,  . 

street,  person  or  event.       ol-yyk  a~   [a£.  a^yu.^uJn<T^  (JXy^AJin^co^-  €&<Jr  \J^cL^<,^  /  j3su{i±h 

jcnt  Idu  $yiA.  GctMkl-  A^X  0~<ndjDL  U/o   BaJ^u  pr&L  .  KJo  cLLUjijmcjl  . 
Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance.  ' 

Describe, how/why  the  tree  is  a  de/ir)ing  pr  meaningful  feature  of  a  neighborhood.    £Xo        /i^Ji  (ftlis 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control.  (-A^ulf**^  Ajbw.  Ccy<s 
Describe  ariy  tree  health  or  structure  issues     ^7  Uj&f* C  A    ~thg  m    (jft'vm  'y>u^ 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (see  below).  In  addition,  it  is  acceptable  if  you  are  unable  to 
provide  some  of  the  information  requested  on  this  form. 


A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Alexis  Harte,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

OR  S FU  rban ForestCo u  nci  I  (5) sf q ov .  o rq  <X>' 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Received  bv                    6th(T  Kl/J 

Application  received  date     1 0]  f}  1 06 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 
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by  Jocelyn  Cohen 


How  can  we  quantify  the  impor- 
tance of  trees  for  an  individual, 
community  or  the  well-being 
of  the  urban  forest?  What  does 
it  mean  to  preserve  a  small  Japanese  black 
pine  that  symbolizes  a  long  history  to  the 
surrounding  neighborhood?  How  can  we 
measure  the  importance  of  a  single  tree  in 
an  otherwise  treeless  street  that  carries  sto- 
ries for  generations  of  inhabitants? 

San  Francisco  recently  passed  an  ordi- 
nance that  allows  people  to  tell  the  City 
about  trees  that  are  special  -  and  help  pro- 
tect and  preserve  these  trees.  The  Land- 
mark and  Significant  Tree  Ordinance  adds 
to  the  City's  existing  tree  laws,  defining 
"significant  trees"  and  establishing  a  regu- 
latory program  that  governs  their  care  and 
removal. 

The  amendments  allow  community 
members  and  city  officials  to  nominate 
trees  for  protection.  Once  nominated,  the 
tree  is  evaluated  by  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council .  which  makes  a  recommendation 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  which  ulti- 
mate-} v  grants  the  tree  landmark  status: 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  con- 
sider several  factors  when  deciding 
whether  or  not  to  recommend  a  tree  for 
landmark  status,  such  as  size,  age,  rarity, 
cultural,  ecological,  or  historical  impor- 
tance, and  notable  visual  characteristics. 

Any  tree  can  be  landmarked.  including 
street  trees,  trees  on  City  property,  and  trees 
on  privately  owned  property. 


A  member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to 
nominate  a  tree  that  is  not  on  his  or  her 
property  will  need  to  get  support  from  an 
authorized  nominator  -  namely  the  SF 
Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commis- 
sion, Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board,  heads  of  City  departments  or  agen- 
cies, or  the  property  owner. 

A  tree  automatically  becomes  "signifi- 
cant" if  some  portion  of  its  trunk  is  within 
10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way  and 
meets  one  of  following  three  criteria:  a  di- 
ameter of  at  least  12  inches,  a  height  of  20 
feet  or  a  canopy  spread  in  excess  of  1 5  feet. 

These  criteria  include  all  trees  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  privately-owned  trees  within  10 
feet  of  a  public  right  of  way. 

Unlike  landmark  trees,  significant  trees 
are  automatically  protected  based  solely  on 
this  size/location  criteria  and  do  not  need 
to  be  nominated. 

With  the  new  ordinance  in  place,  it's  no 
longer  difficult  to  calculate  what  a  special 
free  or  grove  of  trees  means  to  you.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  makes 
the  process  simple  and  enjoyable.  Go  to 
www.sfenvironmeni.org/lanumarkLree  for 
landmark  tree  nomination  forms.  For  the 
complete  text  of  the  SF  Urban  Forest  Or- 
dinance, visit  www.sfenvironment.org/ 
landmarktree. 

Jocelyn  Cohen  works-  as  a  certified  arborist, 
garden  designer  and  aesthetic  pruner.  She  is  u 
member  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  can 
be  reached  at  jocelyn@jocelync.com. 
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Neighborhood  Views 

Trees  add  value  to  the  nighboriiood 

West  Portal  would  benefit  from  a  tree-lined  streets  program 


by  Todd  Prager 


Imagine  a  West  Portal  with  tree-lined 
streets  in  the  style  of  St.  Francis 
Wood  or  Forest  Hill.  The  vast  green 
canopy  could  hover  over  us,  soften- 
ing the  edges  of  a  sometimes  harsh  urban 
landscape.  The  environmental  benefits 
would  include  a  reduction  in  pollutants  and 
global  warming,  as  well  as  an  increase  in 
wildlife  habitat.  In  addition,  studies  show 
that  there  is  also  a  direct  economic  benefit 
to  homeowners,  as  trees  have  been  proven 
to  increase  property  values  by  one  percent 
per  tree  (Anderson  and  Cordell,  1988). 

How  can  we  make  this  dream  a 
reality?  By  collectively  deciding  we  want 
lo  support  such  an  endeavor  in  the  ways 
that  other  neighborhoods  already  have. 

Tf  50  percent  of  the  weighted  property 
owners  in  the  West  Portal  district  vote  to 
fund  a  comprehensive  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  program  by  a  professional 
tree  care  company,  it  would  be  mandated 
by  law  that  our  streets  would  become  lined 
with  healthy,  beautiful  trees. 

Why  should  we  pay  a  professional  or- 
ganization to  do  this'.'  Because  planting  and 
maintaining  trees  can  be  a  complicated  and 
expensive  endeavor  that  is  best  left  up  to 
professionals.  Rvidence  of  this  can  be  seen 
by  walking  down  any  city  street  and  ob- 
serving empty  tree  basins  where  trees  have 
died  and  property  owners  have  given  up 
on  replanting.  Also,  one  can  see  scores  of 
existing  trees  chat  have  been  damaged  and 
are  in  poor  condition  because  of  improper 
pruning,  mamienar.ee  and  neglect. 

By  collccuvcly  contributing  to  a  neigh- 
borhood-wide irec  care  fund  to  pay  pro- 
fessionals.t«  :is;:-.«i.is:  mir  trees,  we  could 
more  efficient!'-  spread  out  the  financial 
and  taaintfiianc-r  burden. 

How  w.acv.  v-'otiid  .iH  of  this  cos; 
u>7  That  is  a  >  en  tricky  question  because 
il  y  hard  to  get  estimate"  lor  a  service  that 
is  not  yet  coronieidy  or  cicarlv  defined.  l\ 
:s  even  harder  i«.»  set  .'.  tree  care  company 


to  give  an  estimate  for  a  project  that  does 
not  yet  have  a  clear  source  of  funding. 

Fortunately,  because  the  professional  ar- 
borists  of  a  reputable  local  tree  care  com- 
pany called  City  Trees  thought  this  was 
such  a  great  concept,  they  generously  sur- 
vey over  200  trees  in  West  Portal  to  pro- 
vide a  rough  estimate  of  the  cost.  Their 
estimate  was  based  on  planting  the  10  per- 
cent of  empty  planting  locations;  remov- 
ing and  replanting  the  10  percent  of  dead 
and  declining  trees;  watering  all  newly- 
planted  trees;  pruning  trees  of  any  size  re- 
quiring pruning;  phasing  in  new  trees  at 
properties  that  currently  do  not  have  ba- 
sins cut  in  the  sidewalk;  and  generally 
maintaining  all  tree  basins  and  stakes. 
These  services  would  cost  approximately 
$  15  to  $30  per  month,  per  property  owner. 

The  costs  could  be  further  reduced  by 
taking  advantage  of  the  many  available 
grant  opportunities,  such  as  the  Commu- 
nity Challenge  Grant  in  which  the  City  will 
match  funds  that  go  towards  neighborhood 
beautification  projects.  If  the  City  matched 
funds  for  this  program,  then  the  costs  could 
be  further  lowered  to  about  $7.50  to  $15 
per  month,  per  property  owner. 

tf  that  still  sounds  expensive,  consider 
that  the  average  selling  price  of  a  home  in 
West  Portal  is  $  1  million  and  mature  street 
trees  have  been  proven  to  add  one  percent 
per  tree  to  the  value  of  a  typical  property.  A 
simple  calculation  shows  a  mature  tree 
would  increase  the  value  of  a  West  Portal 
home  by  about  $10,000. 

This  amount  dwarfs  the  cost  of  1 5  years 
of  tree  maintenance  required  to  obtain  a 
mature  sized  tree,  which  at  S7.50  to  $30 
per  month,  would  add  up  to  betv/ecn 
*? !  .350  to  55,400.  In  addition  to  the  finan- 
cial oenefits,  the  value  that  beautiful  i rec- 
lined streets  would  add  to  the  quality  o! 
life  in  West  Portal  would  he  immeasurable. 

Anyone  wishing  ta  join  in  pittneerstt*  '.his 
greening  imtiGiive  or  sign  a  peSitutn  in  *bppw- 
of  this  ?ii'>n  is  invired  '.o  cull  Toad  Praser  as 


IS. 


mail  nuvhorik  uttn 


-.,(.1 
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TREE  SHAPERS,  LLC 

TED  KIPPING  (WC-ISA  #0301)  •   PHIL  DANIELSON  (WC-ISA  #5021) 

Members,  Bay  Area   Arborist  Cooperative,   Inc.   -  License   No.  707545 

257  Joost  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California  941  31  •  (41  5)  239-2420  •  (41 5)  239-7465  Fax  •  Certified  Arborists 

October  4,  2006 

Mayya  Dhillon 

455  Chenery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA.  94131 

Dear  Mayya  Dhillon, 

Per  your  request,  on  9/27/2006  I  visited  the  property  at  455  Chenery  Street,  San  Francisco.  Your  concern 
was  for  me  to  examine  a  mature  Coastal  Redwood  in  relation  to  a  proposed  major  construction  immediately 
to  the  west  of  the  tree. 

What  I  observed  was  a  Coastal  Redwood/Sequoia  sempervirens  that  was  approximately  45-50feet  tall  with 
a  DBH  of  34  inches.  DBH  being  the  diameter  of  the  tree  at  breast  height,  52  inches  above  grade.  It  was 
located  on  the  west  side  of  the  garden  behind  the  residence.  A  healthy  redwood  constrained  in  height  by  the 
wind  but  with  a  canopy  radius  of  about  eighteen  feet  -  enough  to  reach  halfway  across  the  roof  of  the 
adjacent  cottage.  The  trunk  flares  out  at  the  property  line  so  fully  that  it  is  pushing  over  the  existing  westside 
fence. 

This  was  a  visual  inspection  only.  No  boring, drilling,  or  root-crown  excavations  were  performed.. 

Redwoods  this  size  in  a  windy  location  like  this  require  a  lot  of  water  to  stay  healthy  and  successfully  resbi 
Branch  Dieback  Disease/ Botryosphaeria  dothidea.  This  tree  undoubtedly  has  its  roots  into  a  secure  water 
source.  Soils  engineering  reports  for  your  neighbors  on  the  east  side  indicate  that  ground  water  was 
encountered  at  just  thirteen  and  eighteen  feet  below  the  surface.  The  roots  certainly  follow  the  buttresses 
pushing  over  the  fence  into  and  under  the  soil  of  the  adjacent  backyard.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the 
proposed  construction  would  excavate  two  stories  below  the  existing  grade,  that  the  building  will  extend 
twenty  feet  beyond  the  existing  rear  building  corner,  and  that  the  proposed  building  envelope  will  rise  four 
stories  above  the  street  level.. 

If  this  construction  goes  through  as  proposed  it  will  cut  deeply  into  the  vital  structure  of  your  big  Redwood. 
Both  the  sustaining  root  system  and  stabilizing  rootbuttress  and  the  whole  of  the  westside  canopy  will  be 
destroyed.  This  tree  will  not  survive  such  a  violent  imposition. 

Have  the  developers  either  modify  their  plans  to  accommodate  the  vital  and  healthy  continuance  of  this  tree 
or  have  them  pay  you  for  the  loss  of  amenity  as  well  as  property  resale  values.. 

Sincerely 

Ted  Kipping  -  ISA  WC-0301 
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EXHIBIT  B 


OPPOSITION  TO  LANDMARK  TREE 
NOMINATION 

AT 

455  CHENERY  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO 


R  J 


REUBEN 
sJUNIUSup 


235  Pine  Street,  Suite  1600  San  Francisco,  CA 
t]  415  567  9000  f]  415  399  9480 


94104 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 


Scientific  name: 
Street  address: 
Cross  streets: 
Block:   


GPS  units  (optional): 


Sequoia  sempervirens  Common  name: 
455  Chenery  Street  


Redwood 


Roanoke,  near  San  Jose  Ave  and  Dolores  St 


Lot(s): 


Private       □  Public 


Agency  name 


Property  owner  consent  to  evaluate 


Yes  □  No 


DBH  (in): 
Height  (ft): 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft): 
Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in) 
Number  of  trees 


35 


45 


16 


56 


could  not  measure  about  20%  due  to  fence 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

IE1  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  probl 

Root  issues 

IE!  Root  anchorage:  roots  lifting  brick  garden  path  within  yard 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

□  Mechanical  injury 
D  Girdling/kinked  roots 

Q  Compaction/waterlogged  roots 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner) 
Trunk  issues 

[X]  Sound  bark  and  wood 

□  Cavities 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 

□  Cracks 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas 
D  Conks 

Scaffold  branches 

IE1  Strong  attachments 

[El  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 
D  Vertical  branch  distribution 

D  Free  of  included  bark:  may  have  some  at  low  branches 
[X]  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 

□  Well  pruned:  some  stubs 

[X]  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 
D  Wound  closure 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury 
Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth) 
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[X]  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 
[X]  Appearance  of  buds:  small  green  buds 

Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs:  few  small  dead  twigs  throughout  tree 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

[3  Coloration  of  foliage:  medium  green 

□  Nutrient  status 

D  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury 

IE1  Wilted  or  dead  leaves:  few  dead  needles  throughout  tree 

□  Dry  buds 

D  Presence  of  insects  or  disease 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:  The  tree  has  been  elevated  since  lower  branches  have  been  cut. 
Stump  sprouts  at  the  base  of  tree  (burl)  may  have  been  cut.  


Species 

[>3  Rare:  not  many  redwoods  in  San  Francisco 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

D  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
D  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

[3  Low  tree  density  area:  adjoining  yards  have  some  trees  but  neighborhood  has  few  trees  overall 
[3  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

[X]  Important  wildlife  habitat:  birds  and  other  animals  would  use  tree 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
[X]  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 

The  tree  is  hard  to  see  from  the  street  or  sidewalk  due  to  its  location  on  a  sloping  backyard  between 
houses. 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 
Continue  occasional  watering. 
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Inc. 


300  Valley  Street,  Suite  206 
Sausalito,  California  94965 
Telephone;  (415)331-7848 
Fax  Number:  (415)  33  1-5725 
E-mail:  johnbryan@ntt.net 


Mr.  Doug  Gillies 
Douglas  &  Co. 
1831  Market  Street 
San  Francisco 
California  941 03 


Dear  Mr.  Gillies: 

It  was  a  pleasure  to  meet  you  and  your  son  yesterday.  You  requested  my  professional 
opinion  of  the  condition  and  health  of  the  tree,  located  at  455  Chcncry  St. 
San  Francisco. 

My  report  that  follows  is  based  on  my  visual  observations  on  site.  No  boring,  or  root- 
crown  examinations  were  made. 


The  tree  in  question,  and  the  subject  of  this  report,  is  a  California  Redwood,  Sequoia 
sempervirens. 


The  tree  is  located  on  your  neighbor's  property,  and  the  main  trunk  is  some  eight  (8)  feet 
from  the  southeast  corner  of  your  structure.  Numerous  sucker  shoots,  rising  Irom  the  base 
of  the  subject  tree,  are  on  your  property;  these  shoots  combined  are  measuring  some  6  to 
8  feet  in  width  and  some  5-6  feet  in  height.  They  have  pushed  the  existing  fence  towards 
the  west  and  thus  are  damaging  the  fence  and  disrupt  the  property  line,  which,  was 
previously  marked  by  the  fence. 

Size  of  subject  tree. 

Being  located  on  your  neighbor's  property,  1  was  not  able  to  measure  the  diameter  of  the 
trunk  at  52  inches  above  grade,  the  height  where  such  a  measurement  is  made,  but  1 
estimate  the  diameter  at  this  height  to  be  some  33  to  35  inches. 

I  noted  3  side  branches  on  the  tree,  arising  some  9  feet  above  the  ground,  each  of  these 
being  close  to  the  main  trunk  and  extending  into  the  upper  growth  of  the  tree. 
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The  upper  branches  of  the  tree  extend  some  9  to  12  feet  over  the  roof  of  your  structure. 
Thus  it  can  be  assumed  the  tree  has  a  spread  of  some  24  feet  .  The  height  1  estimate  as 
being  some  45  to  60  feet. 

Condition  of  the  subject  tree. 

1  noted  the  tree  has  produced  new  shoots  this  year,  which  arc  some  12  inches  or  more  in 
length.  Thus  the  tree  is  to  be  considered  as  vigorous. 

The  above-mentioned  side  branches,  crowd  the  upper  growth.  Ivy  has  been  allowed  to 
grow  on  the  tree,  but  the  lower  stems  have  been  cut  and  the  ivy  removed  to  a  height  of 
some  18  feet, 

Much  ivy  remains  above  this  height,  and  this  is  crowding  the  upper  branches,  blocking 
light  and  air  circulation,  and  at  the  same  time  adding  considerable  weight  the  tree  has  to 
carry. 

Much  dead  wood  was  noticed  just  above  the  point  where  the  ivy  has  been  removed.  It 
would  appear  this  has  been  accumulating  for  a  considerable  time,  and  this  accumulation 
is  detrimental  to  the  health  of  the  tree,  blocking  the  free  passage  of  air,  blocking  sunlight 
and  providing  a  habitat  for  vermin  and  disease  and  insects. 

Several  stubs  of  branches  that  have  been  removed  were  visible,  indicating  incorrect 
pruning  had  take  place.  Based  on  these  observations,  it  is  to  be  concluded  good  tree  care 
has  not  been  undertaken  and  ongoing,  and  most  certainly  has  not  been  on  a  regular  and 
ongoing  basis. 

Tree  work  needed. 

It  Is  necessary  that  all  accumulations  of  dead  wood  and  ivy  be  removed.  Consideration 
must  also  be  given  to  the  3  side  braches,  which  presently  crowd  the  upper  portions  of  the 
tree,  and  be  if  necessary,  be  removed  or  at  least  thinned. 

A  Certified  Arborist,  when  the  tree  is  climbed  and  the  extent  of  the  crowding,  appreciated 
and  evaluated,  only  then  can  it  be  determined  how  to  effectively  reduce  the  resistance  to 
the  winds. 

Given  the  juxtaposition  of  the  tree  to  structures,  every  precaution  must  be  exercised  to 
lower  the  resistance  of  the  subject  tree  to  the  wind  and  thus  make  the  tree  safer  to 
withstand  high  winds.  The  sooner  this  is  undertaken  the  better,  not  only  for  the  safety 
factor,  but  as  importantly  for  the  continued  health  of  the  subject  tree. 


Horticultural  Consultants 


I 

I 
I 


I 

I 


Inc. 


300  Valley  Street,  Suite  206 
Sausalito,  California  94965 
Telephone:  (415)  331-7848 
hax  Number;  (41.5)  331-5725 
E-mail:  johnbryan@att.net 


The  basal  shoots  arising  from  the  tree  should  be  removed  at  their  bases.  These  are  not 
only  intruding  onto  your  property,  but  are  causing  damage  to  the  fence  and  thus  the 
property  is  being  intruded  upon,  thus  depriving  you  of  the  full  use  of  your  garden. 

Summary. 

It  is  obvious  the  subject  tree  should  be  subject  to  extensive  and  needed  tree  work,  which 
should  be  undertaken  by,  and  under  the  supervision  of  a  Certified  Arhorist. 

Basal  shoots  should  be  removed  and  branches  from  the  subject  tree,  over  the  property  at 
461  Chenery  Street,  San  Francisco,  should  be  examined  and  thinned  to  reduce  the 
potential  of  them  falling  and  damaging  the  property.  The  fence  should  be  restored  to  its 
correct  and  original  location. 

The  above  report  outlines  and  details  my  opinion.  Should  you  have  any  questions,  please 
do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me. 


John  E.  Bryi 
F.  I.  Hort 


Yours  sincerely. 
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EXHIBIT  C 


OPPOSITION  TO  LANDMARK  TREE 
NOMINATION 

AT 

455  CHENERY  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO 


R  J 


REUBEN 
&JUNIUSllp 


235  Pine  Street,  Suite  1600  San  Francisco, 
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PLANNING  DEPARTMENT 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  •  1660  Mission  Street,  Suite  500  •  San  Francisco,  California  •  94103-2414 


MAIN  NUMBER 

(415)  558-6378 


DIRECTOR'S  OFFICE 
PHONE:  558-6411 

4TH  FLOOR 
FAX:  558-6426 


ZONING  ADMINISTRATOR 
PHONE:  558-6350 

5TH  FLOOR 
FAX:  558-6409 


PLANNING  INFORMATION 
PHONE:  558-6377 

MAJOR  ENVIRONMENTAL 
FAX:  558-5991 


COMMISSION  CALENDAR 
INFO:  558-6422 

INTERNET  WEB  SITE 
WWW.SFGOV.ORG/PLANNING 


DATE:       October  13,  2006 

TO:  Interested  Parties 

FROM:      Linda  Avery 

Planning  Commission  Secretary 

RE:  Planning  Commission  Action 

Property  Address:  461  Chenery  Street 

Building  Permit  Application  No.:  2005.09.22.361 5 

Discretionary  Review  Case  No.:  2006.0898D 

On  October  12,  2006,  the  Planning  Commission  conducted  a  Discretionary  Review  hearing  to 
consider  the  following  project: 

461  CHENERY  SREET-  south  side  between  Mateo  and  Roanoke  Streets,  Lot  022  in  Assessor's 
Block  6718  -  Request  for  Discretionary  Review  of  Building  Permit  Application  No. 
2005.09.22.3615,  proposing  to  raise  the  existing  building  to  construct  a  first  floor  garage, 
construct  a  rear  horizontal  addition  and  a  one-story  vertical  addition  with  a  stair  penthouse,  and 
add  a  second  dwelling  unit  to  an  existing  single-family  dwelling,  located  in  a  RH-2  (Residential, 
House,  Two-Family)  District  and  a  40-X  Height  and  Bulk  District. 


1 .  ACTION 

The  Commission  determined  that  modifications  to  the  project  were  necessary  and  took  DR  and 
approved  subject  to  the  ZA  determination  on  the  demolition  issues;  the  applicant  working  with 
an  arborist  to  determine  replacement  of  the  subject  tree  if  construction  causes  death/significant 
damage  to  tree;  removal  of  damaged  tree  if  DR  requestor  allows  access  to  her  property; 
replacement  of  tree  with  like  specimen  of  15  to  30  gal. 


2.  FINDINGS 

The  reasons  the  Commission  took  the  action  described  above  include: 

•  The  DR  requestor  provided  an  arborist  report  that  stated  the  tree  would  be  adversely 
impacted  by  the  proposed  construction.  The  DR  requestor  made  this  arborist  report 
public  for  the  first  time  at  the  hearing. 

•  The  applicant  had  agreed  to  hire  an  arborist  to  help  retain  the  tree. 

•  The  Zoning  Administrator  is  concerned  that  the  project  may  be  tantamount  to  a 
demolition.  Further  analysis  of  this  issue  is  needed  and  may  result  in  the  project  being 
revised  or  reviewed  as  a  demolition. 
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•  The  DR  requestor  was  not  concerned  about  the  possible  demolition  issue. 

•  No  neighbors  expressed  concern  about  the  scale  of  the  building. 

•  Four  off-street  parking  spaces  would  be  provided  where  only  one  space  is  required. 


3.         Speakers  at  the  hearing  included: 


In  support  of  the  project 

In  support  of  the  DR  request 

Daniel  Frattin 

Maya  Dhillon 

Jim  Deveney 

Ayes:  Commissioners,  Alexander,  Lee,  Antonini,  Sugaya 
Nayes:    Commissioners  Olague,  Moore 
Absent:  none 


Case  Planner:    Michael  Smith,  (415)  558-6322 


You  can  appeal  the  Commission's  action  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  by  appealing  the  issuance  of 
the  permit.  Please  contact  the  Board  of  Appeals  at  (415)  575-6880  for  further  information 
regarding  the  appeals  process. 

CC:    Linda  Avery 
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SEC.  1004.1.  INITIATION  OF  DESIGNATION. 


Page  1  of  1 


SEC.  1004.1.  INITIATION  OF  DESIGNATION. 

Initiation  of  designation  shall  be  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  by  a  resolution  of  intention  by 
the  Planning  Commission,  the  Art  Commission  or  the  Advisory  Board,  or  on  the  verified  application  of 
owners  of  the  property  to  be  designated  or  their  authorized  agents.  Any  such  application  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Department  upon  forms  prescribed  by  the  Planning  Commission,  and  shall  be  accompanied  by 
all  data  required  by  the  Planning  Commission.  Where  such  an  application  is  submitted  for  designation 
of  a  historic  district,  the  application  must  be  subscribed  by  or  on  behalf  of  at  least  66  percent  of  the 
property  owners  in  the  proposed  district. 

(Added  Ord.  27-67,  App.  1/26/67) 
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EVALUATION  FORMS  &  WRITTEN  SUMMARY. 


Carolyn  Blair 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 

Scientific  name:    Sequoia  Semperviren      Common  name:    Coast  Redwood 

Street  address:    455  Chenerv  Street  

Cross  streets:      Mateo  and  Roanoke  

Block:      Don't  know   Lot(s):    Don't  know  

GPS  units  (optional):     Don't  know 


£3  Private       □  Public        Agency  name 


Property  owner  consent  to  evaluate  13  yes  Q  No 

How  am  I  supposed  to  know  the  following? 

DBH  (in):  34? 

Height  (ft):  50? 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):   30? 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)   36-48? 

Number  of  trees   1  


lam  not  an  arborist  -  how  am  I  or  other  UFC  members  to  make  these  decisions? 

Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

£3  No  apparent  problems  □  Minor  problems  □  Major  problems     □  Extreme  problems 

Don't  know? 
Root  issues 

Q  Root  anchorage 

Q  Collar/flare  soundness 

□  Mechanical  injury 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots 

Q  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner) 
Trunk  issues 

13  Sound  bark  and  wood   Looks  good  to  me 

□  Cavities 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 
D  Cracks 

[H  Swollen  or  sunken  areas 

□  Conks 
Scaffold  branches 

□  Strong  attachments 

□  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 

□  Vertical  branch  distribution 

□  Free  of  included  bark 

□  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 

□  Well  pruned 

[3  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure 

Q  Deadwood  or  fire  injury 
Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth) 
13  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 

□  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 


Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

□  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

□  Coloration  of  foliage 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves 

□  Dry  buds 

□  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:  Large  healthy  mature  trees  are  a  rare,  endangered  species. 
SF  has  less  than  2%  large  tree  with  a  22"  dbh  out  of  a  total  of  668,000!!!  All  large  healthy 
trees  should  receive  special  consideration  before  any  development  permits  are  granted 
requiring  their  removal. 

Species 

[Xj  Rare  YES!  Only  one  of  1%  of  SF  trees  with  a  36"  trunk  diameter  out  of  668,000! 

Size  or  Age 

Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

|/3  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

£3  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

□  Low  tree  density  area 

(3  Extends  between  several  properties 

[2]  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

[3  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Past  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
121  Erosion  control 

13  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

[x]  Prominent  landscape  feature 
[X]  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments:  San  Francisco  needs  more  trees  of  this  grandeur  and  size.  Preservation 
of  large  mature  trees  is  a  reflection  that  our  City  and  its  citizens  cares  about  our  natural 
history  and  preserving  it  is  important  and  valued,  leaving  a  legacy  for  future  generations, 
heightening  awareness  of  their  irreplaceable  value,  that  contributes  to  everyone's  quality 
of  life,  our  economic  and  environmental  health  and  human  well  being. 

Possible  considerations  for  tree  care:  Assure  preservation  with  proper  care  and  maintain. 
Protect  it,  especially  during  any  future  adjoining  property  construction  or  development. 
Require  a  security  deposit  from  the  developer  of  $1,000  or  more  until  all  construction  is 
finished  and  the  health  of  the  tree  is  assured. 


Grace  Ma 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 

Scientific  name:  Sequoia  sempervirens     Common  name:  Redwood 

Street  address:  455  Chenery  Street  

Cross  streets:   Roanoke,  near  San  Jose  Ave  and  Dolores  St  

Block:    Lot(s):  

GPS  units  (optional):  


[3  Private       □  Public        Agency  name 


Property  owner  consent  to  evaluate       03  Yes  □  No 


DBH  (in):  35 
Height  (ft):  45 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):   16 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)   56        could  not  measure  about  20%  due  to  fence 

Number  of  trees   1  


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

F3  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

13  Root  anchorage:  roots  lifting  brick  garden  path  within  yard 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

□  Mechanical  injury 
Q  Girdling/kinked  roots 

D  Compaction/waterlogged  roots 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner) 
Trunk  issues 

3  Sound  bark  and  wood 
Q  Cavities 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 

□  Cracks 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas 

□  Conks 
Scaffold  branches 

13  Strong  attachments 

[3  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 
O  Vertical  branch  distribution 

□  Free  of  included  bark:  may  have  some  at  low  branches 
3  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 

□  Well  pruned:  some  stubs 

13  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury 
Small  branches  and  twigs 

□  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth) 
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£3  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 
£3  Appearance  of  buds:  small  green  buds 

[x]  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs:  few  small  dead  twigs  throughout  tree 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 

EX]  Coloration  of  foliage:  medium  green 

□  Nutrient  status 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury 

[X]  Wilted  or  dead  leaves:  few  dead  needles  throughout  tree 

□  Dry  buds 

□  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  > 

Comments  on  health  or  structure:  The  tree  has  been  elevated  since  lower  branches  have  been  cut- 
Stump  sprouts  at  the  base  of  tree  (burl)  may  have  been  cut.  


Species 

[X]  Pare:  not  many  redwoods  in  San  Francisco 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

O  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
O  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

[X]  Low  tree  density  area:  adjoining  yards  have  some  trees  but  neighborhood  has  few  trees  overall 
[X]  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

[x]  Important  wildlife  habitat:  birds  and  other  animals  would  use  tree 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
[X]  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

O  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 

The  tree  is  hard  to  see  from  the  street  or  sidewalk  due  to  its  location  on  a  sloping  backyard  between 
houses. 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 
Continue  occasional  watering. 


Mark  Sustarich 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  ^ 


Scientific  name 
Street  address: 
Cross  streets: 


Sea, u oi »..5e^^gr \A r-e.y\sCommon  name:  OocxsV    V"  e^d  iajo  q.<L 


Block:   Lot(s):  

GPS  units  (optional):  

0  Private        □  Public        Agency  name   \ 

Property  owner  consent  to  evaluate  Yes  □  No 

DBH  (in):  S&.-^S  

Height  (ft):  H5T 
Average  canopy  spread  (ft): 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)  ^'1^^^  e**x  <  *  v 

Number  of  trees  \   


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Guide  to  Plant  Appraisal) 

□  No  apparent  problems    13  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Rootissues 

(2  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness 

□  Mechanical  injury 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots 

□  Compaction/waterlogged  roots 

□  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner) 
Trunk  issues 

0  Sound  bark  and  wood 
Q  Cavities 

O  Mechanical  or  fire  injury 

□  Cracks 

□  Swoiien  or  sunken  areas 

□  Conks 
Scaffold  branches 

£3  Strong  attachments 

13  Smaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 
Q  Vertical  branch  distribution 

□  Free  of  included  bark 

3  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 
O  Well  pruned 

□  Well-proportioned/proper  taper 

□  Wound  closure 

□  Deadwood  or  fire  injury 

Small  branches  and  twigs  . 
0  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth)  «  004 


2'd  EI6V   OSS  uoi;nqij;siQ  dPUS  efrl  :  I  I    90    £0  *°kl 


2 


□  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy 
S  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species) 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 
t2  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds 


.fcU  Coloration  of  foliage  U  «.»!cVWy  e*v  «-a-r\ 

□  Nutrient  status  J  ^ 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury 
l~l  Wilted  or  dead  leaves 

□  Dry  buds 

|~1  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree) 


Comments  on  health  or  structure:  <-*-*\        nr\        q  y  vn~~"^  T   sL  cv  U  VI . 


Spe<fes  i  i     \  i-L, 

^  Rare  // oTY      c_  o  vv^yw  ©    \o <^J^yovT^- 

Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 
Q  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 
[~~|  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 
fl  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area  , 
Q  Low  tree  density  area  — 1_  L  -  — L  JP 
CI  Extends  between  several  properties           Q\  Ar*-«—  ^^fU^s  v  ^^-v\<i-C-. 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way  ^ 

Ecoloqy 

~~&\  Important  wildlife  habitat 
l~1  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 
[~1  Erosion  control 
PI  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 

□  Character  defining  form  ^  ^ 
Possible  considerations  for  tree  care     .  1 


e"d  EI6fr   OSS  uonnqiJ^siQ   K*T3   QHJS  e*I  :  I  I    90    LO  rt°KI 


ed  in  Committee  Meeting  11/14/06    —  /h^d&L  iPo^S 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form 

Scientific  name:  -P£#iJc5'\t2Z        j^eKvy'Vi  Common  name: 

Street  address:   H  5~C      Ci-g.nl  -  

Cross  streets:   

Block:   Lot(s):  

GPS  units  (optional):  

Q^rivate       □  Public        Agency  name  


Property  owner  consent  to  evaluate       IZfYes  O  No 

DBH  (in):  cCruj** 

Height  (ft):   <hx  + 

Average  canopy  spread  (ft):   1 

Trunk  diameter  at  ground  level  (in)   

Number  of  trees   ( 


Tree  Condition  (adapted  from  CTLA  Qjide  to  Plant  Appraisa!) 

□  No  apparent  problems    Q^nor  problems       D  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 

Root  issues 

□  Root  anchorage 

□  Collar/flare  soundness  cC" 

□  Mechanical  injury 

□  Girdling/kinked  roots 

O  Compaction/waterlogged  roots 
Q  Mushrooms  (may  have  to  ask  owner) 
Trunk  issues 

□  Sound  bark  and  wood  0 

□  Cavities  *° 

□  Mechanical  or  fire  injury  AO 

□  Cracks  no 

□  Swollen  or  sunken  areas  ' 

□  Conks 
Scaffolds-branches 

(ZiStrong  attachments 

GETSmaller  diameter  than  trunk  where  attached 
D  Vertical  branch  distribution 
□.Free  of  included  bark 
0  Free  of  decay  and  cavities 
D  Well  pruned 

D  Well-proportioned/proper  taper  f[\) 

□  Wound  closure 

Q  Deadwood  or  fire  injury 
Small  branches  and  twigs  » 
O  Vigor  of  current  shoots  (compare  previous  growth) 


GET  Well  distributed  throughout  canopy     .  .  i 

□  Appearance  of  buds  (color,  shape,  size  for  species)  ^<^A  ' 
Small  Branches  and  Twigs  (continued) 

(~1  Presence  of  weak  or  dead  twigs 
Foliage  and/or  Buds  . 

□  Coloration  of  foliage  6jV 

□  Nutrient  status  ^nv^. 

□  Herbicide,  chemical  or  pollution  injury  ^ 

□  Wilted  or  dead  leaves 

□  Dry  buds  *° 

□  Presence  of  insects  or  disease  (any  part  of  tree)  ^ 

Comments  on  health  or  structure: 


Species 

□  Rare    i\0 . 

/  Size  or  Age 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

□  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

Q  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree  f  ^  »  , 

Q"  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character  — V*  r<^r  $*sjL&^  <rw~^  . 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area  ftO 

□  Low  tree  density  area  ^  0 

D  Extends  between  several  properties    -iO^C  . 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way  DO, 

Important  wildlife  habitat —  FVoV"  st*l"H*- 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees  aO 

□  Erosion  control  / 

Q  Wind  or  sound  barrier  -Po&Sttl-/  . 

Visualcharacteristic 

0- Prominent  landscape  feature        ,€w,rt*r         '  'Wy  . 
O  Character  defining  form 

Additional  comments 


Possible  considerations  for  tree  care 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  December  8,  2006 


ITEM  NO.  4 


URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


^  No  Action,  Support,  Rejection,  Notification  to  Property  Owner  Letters  (4  Letters) 


^  Release  to  Enter  Property  Form 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


'This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 
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SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Month  Day,  Year 

[Nominator's  street  address] 
San  Francisco,  CA  [Zip] 

Dear  [Title.  Nominator  Surname], 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  appreciates  your  interest  in  nominating  a  landmark  tree.  At  the 
[Month  Day,  Year]  meeting,  the  Council  did  not  take  action  on  the  [common  name,  scientific 
name]  tree  at  [street  location].  The  Council  did  not  pass  a  resolution  supporting  or  a  resolution 
rejecting  this  landmark  tree  nomination. 

As  a  result,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  regard  the  tree  as  if  the  Council  approved  it  (without 
recommendation).  The  Board  of  Supervisors  will  discuss  this  landmark  tree  nomination  at  an 
upcoming  meeting.  Please  contact  me  if  you  have  questions  or  need  more  information. 

Sincerely, 


Grace  Ma 

Urban  Forest  Specialist 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  *  Fax:  (415)  554-6393 

Email:  environment@sfgov.org  *  www.sfenvironment.com  Wioo%Post-Con! 


SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


Month  Day,  Year 

[Nominator's  street  address] 
San  Francisco,  CA  [Zip] 

Dear  [Title.  Nominator  Surname], 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  appreciates  your  interest  in  nominating  a  landmark  tree.  At  the 
[Month  Day,  Year]  meeting,  the  Council  supported  the  nomination  of  the  [common  name, 
scientific  name]  tree  at  [street  location].  The  Council  passed  a  resolution  supporting  this 
landmark  tree  nomination. 

As  a  result,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  receive  notification  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Counci 
supported  this  tree.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  will  discuss  and  vote  on  the  nomination  at  an 
upcoming  meeting.  Please  contact  me  if  you  have  questions  or  need  more  information. 

Sincerely, 


Grace  Ma 

Urban  Forest  Specialist 

Attachment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Resolution.of  Support 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Franci; 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (41 5).  355-3700  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Emaik  environment@sfgpv.org  •  www.sfenvironment.com 


SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Month  Day,  Year 

[Nominator's  street  address] 
San  Francisco,  CA  [Zip] 

Dear  [Title.  Nominator  Surname], 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  appreciates  your  interest  in  nominating  a  landmark  tree.  At  the 
[Month  Day,  Year]  meeting,  the  Council  rejected  the  nomination  of  the  [common  name, 
scientific  name]  tree  at  [street  location].  The  Council  passed  a  resolution  rejecting  this  landmark 
tree  nomination. 

According  Public  Works  Code,  Article  16,  Section  810,  the  tree  cannot  be  nominated  within  the 
next  three  years  since  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejected  it. 

As  a  result,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  not  discuss  or  vote  on  the  nomination  of  the  tree. 
Please  contact  me  if  you  have  questions  or  need  more  information. 

Sincerely, 


Grace  Ma 

Urban  Forest  Specialist 

Attachment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Resolution  of  Rejection 


II 


SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Month  Day,  Year 

Street  Address 

San  Francisco,  CA  Zip 

Dear  Property  Owner, 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  common  name  (scientific  name)  at  street  location.  [Nominator's  full  name] 
has  officially  nominated  this  tree  for  landmark  status.  [Since  a  Supervisor  has  nominated  your  tree,  it 
receives  temporary  protection  as  a  landmark  tree  for  180  days  from  the  date  of  resolution  of  intent  to 
nominate.] 

As  you  may  know,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  has  a  landmark  tree  program.  The  landmark 
tree  designation  is  a  way  to  preserve  special  and  notable  trees.  If  a  tree  receives  landmark  tree 
designation,  a  permit  from  Department  of  Public  Works  will  be  required  to  remove  the  tree.  I  have 
included  a  packet  of  information  to  explain  the  landmark  tree  process. 

Several  things  will  happen  next.  If  you  grant  me  permission,  I  will  visit  and  evaluate  the  tree  on  your 
property.  If  you  can  accommodate  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  members,  they  would  like  to  view 
the  tree  at  your  convenience.  On  [month,  day  year]  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a  public 
tree  hearing  to  discuss  the  landmark  nomination  of  your  tree.  On  [month,  day,  year]  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  will  vote  on  supporting  or  rejecting  this  nomination.  If  the  Council  supports  the 
nomination,  they  will  forward  a  resolution  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  Board  will  vote  and  make 
the  final  decision  on  the  landmark  status  of  this  tree. 

Please  contact  me  if  you  have  further  questions. 


Sincerely, 


Grace  Ma 

Urban  Forest  Specialist 

grace.ma@sfgov.org 

415-355-3731 


■  « 


Release  Form  for  the  Inspection  of  Landmark  Trees 

I  own  the  property  at   

I  authorize  a  city  staff  member  to  enter  my  property  and  examine  the  

tree.  This  information  will  be  given  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  a  public  meeting  to 
aid  in  their  decision  making  process. 

  Name 

  Signature 

Date 


Release  Form  for  the  Inspection  of  Landmark  Trees 

I  own  the  property  at   

I  authorize  Landmark  Tree  Committee  members  to  enter  my  property  and  examine  the 

 tree.  Committee  members  will  use  this  information  at  a  public 

meeting  to  aid  in  their  decision  making  process. 


Name 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  December  8,  2006 


ITEM  NO.  5 


URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


^  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 
□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


'This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their  jurisdiction. 
City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process  before 
nominating  a  tree. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  approach  a  property  owner,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  or  the  head  of  a  City  department  or 
agency  about  nominating  a  tree. 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner: 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department/ Agency): 


Name  Name 

Address  Address 

Address  Address 

Phone  (day)  Phone  (day) 


Fax  #  Fax  # 


Email  Email 


I  am  the  property  owner  or  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support  this  nomination. 

 Signature 

 Date 


I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the  property  with  advance  notice. 

 Signature 

Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 


Tree  name  (species  and  common  name): 


Number  of  trees: 


Street  address: 


Location  of  Tree: 


□  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    □  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way   Q  Public  lands  D  Not  sure 

□  Other:  


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 


Height 

Average  canopy  width1 


feet 
feet 


Circumference  at  chest  level2 
Circumference  at  ground  level3 


inches 
inches 


1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaqe.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


□  Rare 

Size  or  Age 

D  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

D  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

Q  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

D  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

D  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

□  Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 

Ecology 

Q  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□  Erosion  control 

D  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 

D  Prominent  landscape  feature 
O  Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems       □  Extreme  problems 


Species 


Updated  on  November  16,  2006 
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Tree  Condition 
Q  Root  issues 

□  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

□  Trunk  cavities 

□  Broken  or  dead  branches 

□  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□  Pest  or  disease  problem 

□  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site, 
street,  person  or  event. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  is  a  defining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a  neighborhood. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control. 


Describe  any  tree  heaith  or  structure  issues. 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 


A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 


Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Grace  Ma,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  grace.ma@sfgov.org 

Updated  on  November  16,  2006 
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Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local 
agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine 
Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records 
Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this 
document  is  a  public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the 
San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 

Updated  on  November  16,  2006 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


MEETING  DATE:  December  8,  2006 


ITEM  NO.  6 


URBAN  FOREST  COUNCIL 


AGENDA  PACKET  CONTENTS  LIST* 


^  Tree  Species  List 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


^This  list  reflects  the  explanatory  documents  provided. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


List  A=  Species  that 
perform  well  in 
many  locations  in  SF 

Disclaimer:  Every  site  has  unique 
conditions.  A  lot  of  factors  go  into 
choosing  a  tree.  This  list  is  only  a 
guideline,  not  to  be  used  without 
consultation.  Consult  a  tree 
professional  before  choosing  and 
planting  a  tree. 

List  B=  Species  that 
perform  well  in 
certain  locations 
with  special 
circumstances,  as 
noted 

San  Francisco  Street 
Tree 

Recommendations  - 
a  collaborative 
effort  between 
FUF,  BUF  and 
Larry  Costello,  Fall 
2006 

List  C=  Species  that 
need  further 
evaluation 

List 

Genus 

Species 

Cultivars/Recomme 
nded  Vaneties 

Common 
Name 

Comments 

Last 

Reviewed 

(Annual 

reviews 

recommended 

) 

A 

Arbutus 

x  'Marina' 

Strawberry 
Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Callistemon 

citrinus 

Lemon 
Bottlebrush 

11/16/2006 

A 

Callistemon 

viminalis 

Weeping 
Bottlebrush 

11/16/2006 

A 

Cordyline 

australis 

Cabbage  Palm 

11/16/2006 

A 

Eriobotrya 

deflexa 

Bronze  Loquat 

11/16/2006 

A 

Gingko 

biloba 

'Autumn  Gold', 
'Saratoga' 

Maidenhair 
Tree,  Gingko 

11/16/2006 

A 

Lagunaria 

patersonii 

Primrose  Tree 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Lophostemon 

confertus 

Brisbane  Box 

Formerly  Tristania  conferta 

11/16/2006 

A 

Magnolia 

grandiflora 

'Sam  Sommers,' 
'St.  Mary,' 
'Majestic  Beauty,' 
'Little  Gem' 

Southern 
Magnolia 

11/16/2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

hnarifolia 

Flaxleaf 
paperbark 

11/16/2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

quinquenervia 

Caieput  tree 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Metrosideros 

excelsus 

New  Zealand 
Christmas  Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Olea 

europaea 

European 
Olive 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pittosporum 

undulatum 

Victorian  Box 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Platanus 

x  acenfolia 

'Bloodgood,' 
'Yarvvood,' 

London  Plane 

11/16/2006 

A 

Prunus 

cerasifera 

Krauter  Vesuvius' 

Flowering 
Plum 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Prunus 

serrulata 

Kwanzan' 

Flowering 
Cherry 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pyrus 

calleryana 

'Aristocrat'  or 
'Chanticleer' 

Flowering 
Pear 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pyrus 

kawakamii 

Evergreen 
Pear 

11 '16/2006 

A 

Tristania  conferta- 
see  Lophostemon 
confertus 

• 

A 

Tristaniopsis 

laurina 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

11/16/2006 

A 

Tnstaniopsis 

launna 

Elegant' 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Ulmus 

parvifolia 

Chinese  Elm 

1116  2006 

A 

Washingtonia 

robusta 

Mexican  Fan 
Pal.., 

11/16  2006 

B 

Acacia 

bailey  ana 

Purpurea' 

Bailev's  acacia 

fast  growing,  high  maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Acer 

buergeranu... 

Trident  maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1116. 2006 

B 

Acer 

rubruin 

Red  Maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1  1  16  2006 

B 

Aesculus 

carnea 

Red  Flowering 
Horse  chestnut 

gets  windbum  easily  in  summer  even 
in  protected  sites 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Celtis 

sinensis 

Chinese 
Hackberry 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  uneven 
performer 

11/16/2006 

B 

Ceratonia 

siliqua 

Carob  tree 

needs  lar^e  space,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Corymbia 

ficifolia 

Red  Flowering 
Gum 

Formerly  Eucalyptus  ficifolia.  needs 
lots  of  sidewalk  space 

11/16/2006 

B 

Crataegus 

phaenopyrum 

Washington 
thorn 

subject  to  insect  pests,  has  thorns, 
possibly  susceptible  to  fire  blight 

11/16/2006 

B 

Crataegus 

laevigata 

Paul's  Scarlet' 

English 
hawthorn 

needs  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Cupantopsis 

anacardioides 

Carrotwood 

uneven  performer,  needs  heat,  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus  ficifolia  - 
see  Corymbia 
ficifolia 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

nicholii 

Nichol's 
Willow- 
Leafed 
Peppermint 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

polyanthemos 

Silver  dollar 
u,um 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Geijera 

parvifolia 

Australian 
willow 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Gleditsia 

triacanthos 

Shademaster1 

Honey  locust 

fast  growing,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Hymenosporum 

flavum 

Sweetshade 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection,  good  drainage,  does  well 
when  protected  from  wind 

11/16/2006 

B 

Jacaranda 

mimosifolia 

Jacaranda 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Koelreuteria 

paniculata 

Golden  Rain 
Tree 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Laurus 

nobilis 

Saratoga1 

Bay  Laurel 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection,  gets  pests 

11/16/2006 

B 

Leptospermum 

laevigatum 

Australian  tea 
tree 

roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for  many 
years,  or  even  permanent  metal  staking 

11/16/2006 

B 

Liquidambar 

styraciflua 

Sweet  gum 

needs  space  for  canopy  and  roots 

11/16/2006 

B 

Linodendron 

tulipifera 

Tulip  tree 

uneven  performer,  gets  pests,  prefers 
heat  and  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Lyoncthamnus 

flonbundus 
asplemfolius 

Catalina 
Iron  wood 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Magnolia 

grand  i  flora 

Russet' 

Southern 
magnolia 

large  cultivar,  needs  space 

11/16/2006 

B 

Maytenus 

boaria 

Mavten  Tree 

needs  space  for  roots,  produces  many 
suckers 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

ericifolia 

Heath 
melaleuca 

roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for  many 
years 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

stypheloides 

Prickly  Tea 
Tree 

prickly  and  can  root  poorly 

11/1 6/2006 

B 

Michelia 

doltsopa 

Sweet 
Michelia 

uneven  performer,  very  slow  grower, 
prefers  heat  and  wind  protection 

1 1  /]  6/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

dactyhfera 

Date  Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and  width 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

canariensis 

Canary  Island 
Date  Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and  width 

11/16/2006 

B 

Pistacia 

chinensis 

Keith  Davey1 

Chinese 
pistache 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Pittosporum 

crassifohum 

Karo  Tree 

best  for  narrow  sidewalks  in  foggy  and 
windy  areas  Can  leak  sap  from  trunk 

11/16/2006 

B 

Podocarpus 

gracilior 

Fern  Pine 

^ets  pests,  better  as  a  shrub 

1  1/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

agrifolia 

Coast  Live 
Oak 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection,  ^ood  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

suber 

Cork  Oak 

needs  space,  u,ood  for  medians 

11/16/2006 

B 

Rhus 

lancea 

African  Sumac 

11/16/2006 

B 

Syagrus 

romanzoffianum 

Queen  Palm 

needs  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Tilia 

cordata 

Little-Leaf 
Linden 

needs  space,  may  sucker 

11/16/2006 

c 

Acer 

x  freemanii 

Red  Maple 
hybrids 

11/16/2006 

c 

Brachychiton 

populneum 

Bottle  Tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

c 

Carpinus 

betulus 

Fastigiata1 

European 
Hornbeam 

11/16/2006 

c 

Chorisia 

speciosa 

Floss  silk  tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

c 

Corylus 

colurna 

Turkish  hazel 

11/16/2006 

c 

Elaeocarpus 

decipiens 

Japanese 
blueberry  tree 

11/16/2006 

c 

Gingko 

biloba 

Princeton  Sentry' 

Gingko 

more  upright  form  with  smaller  leaves 

11/16/2006 

c 

Magnolia 

soulangeana 

Rustica  Rubra1 

Saucer 
magnolia 

11/16/2006 

c 

Michelia 

champaca 

Champaca 

needs  wind  protection,  prefers  heat, 
clay  soil 

11/16/2006 

c 

Platanus 

x  acerifolia 

Columbia1 

London  plane 

11/16/2006 

c 

Pittosporum 

rhombifolium 

Queensland 
Pittosporum 

11/16/2006 

c 

Pittosporum 

eugenioides 

Lemonwood 

11/16/2006 

c 

Quercus 

frainetto 

Forest  Green' 

Italian  Oak 

11/16/2006 

c 

Quercus 

phellos 

Willow  Oak 

11/16/2006 

c 

Schinus 

molle 

Brazilian 
pepper 

prefers  heat 

11/16/2006 

c 

Sorbus 

aucuparia  (or  other 
species) 

European 
Mountain  Ash 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

parvifoliax 
carpinifolia 

Frontier' 

Frontier  Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

wilsoniana 

Prospector' 

Prospector 
Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

japonica  x 
wilsoniana 

Accolade' 

Accolade  Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Zelkova 

serrata 

Sawleaf 
zelkova 

needs  space,  warmth 

11/16/2006 
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Office  of  the  Mayor 

City  &  County  of  San  Francisco 


Gavin  New  so  m 


October  30,  2006 

Dear  Commission  Presidents: 

On  September  18, 1  sent  a  letter  requesting  that  all  City  Boards  and  Commissions  set  baseline 
standards  for  Commissioner  attendance  at  regular  Commission  meetings. 

In  response,  several  City  departments  have  requested  from  my  office  a  sample  attendance 
policy  that  can  be  incorporated  into  their  Commissions'  policies  and  procedures.  Based  on 
these  requests,  we  have  asked  the  City  Attorney's  Office  to  draft  a  sample  attendance  policv. 
which  is  attached. 

If  your  Board  or  Commission  does  not  yet  have  an  attendance  policy,  please  calendar 
discussion  of  an  attendance  policy  at  your  earliest  convenience.  I  am  asking  that  these 
attendance  policies  be  in  place  by  the  end  of  this  calendar  year.  If  you  have  legal  quesuons 
concerning  the  attached  sample,  please  contact  the  deputy  city  attorney  assigned  to  your 
department,  board  or  commission. 

Should  have  any  questions  about  diis  letter  or  my  request  regarding  attendance  standards, 
please  contact  Miguel  Bustos  in  the  Mayor's  Office  at  554-6604. 


1  !)r.  Carlton  H.  C/Ccxlleri  PisuxvRoom  200.  San  Francisco,  (."alilornia  94102-  id  il 
gaviri.cewsom^sf'gov.ojg  •  f+15)S^-6N) 


SAMPLE  ATTENDANCE  POLICY 


Introduction 

In  August  2006,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution  502-06,  urging  each  City 
board,  commission  and  advisory  body  ("Policy  Body")  to  adopt  an  internal  policy  regarding 
members'  attendance  at  meetings  of  the  body  and  requesting  each  body  to  submit  a  copy 
of  its  policy  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  December  1 ,  2006.  The  Board  of  Supervisors 
resolution  urges  that  such  policy  address  "how  and  when  members  are  to  be  excused 
from  attending  particular  meetings"  and  "when  the  body  is  to  report  a  member's  excessive 
absenteeism  to  the  appointing  authority."  On  September  18,  2006  the  Mayor  issued  a 
directive  to  Department  Directors  and  Commission  Secretaries  urging  them  to  incorporate 
specific  baseline  standards  of  commissioner  attendance  in  their  policies  and  procedures 
as  appropriate.  The  appointing  authority  shall  determine  whether  and  how  to  take 
absences  (whether  notified  or  not)  into  account  in  making  future  decisions  regarding 
member  appointments  or  tenure. 

Purpose 

The  following  policy  is  designed  to  establish  minimum  attendance  standards  for  appointed 
members  of  the  [INSERT  NAME  OF  BOARD/COMMISSION/COMMITTEE]  ("Policy 
Body").  In  the  event  of  any  conflict  between  any  provision  of  this  policy  and  any  provision 
of  a  City  ordinance  or  other  applicable  law  (collectively,  "Laws")  governing  the  Policy  Body 
that  establish  more  stringent  attendance  requirements  for  members  of  the  Policy  Body,  the 
conflicting  provision  of  such  Laws  shall  govern. 

[Please  note:  Policy  Bodies  may  wish  to  include  references/citations  to  any  Laws  governing 
attendance  of  its  members.  Policy  Bodies  considering  the  adoption  of  a  new  attendance  policy  are 
strongly  encouraged  to  consult  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  to  determine  whether  there  are  Laws 
or  other  existing  internal  by-laws/rules  of  order  adopted  by  the  Policy  Body  governing  its  members' 
attendance.  If  this  policy  conflicts  with  any  less  stringent  standards  for  attendance  set  forth  in  the 
Policy  Body's  internal  by-laws/rules  of  order,  such  by-laws/rules  should  be  amended  to  reflect  this 
policy.} 

Attendance  Requirements 

Except  in  the  event  of  a  notified  absence  (cefined  beiow),  each  member  of  the  Policy  Body 
is  expected  to  attend  each  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Policy  Body.  The  Policy  Body 

secretary  or  clerk  ("Secretary")  shall  maintain  a  record  of  members'  attendance. 

Notified  Absences 

A  member's  absence  shall  constitute  a  "notified  absence"  where  the  member,  in  advance 
of  the  meeting,  informs  the  Secretary  of  the  Policy  Body  or  other  person  whom  the  Policy 
Body  has  designated  that  the  member  will  be  absent.  An  absence  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  such  as  illness  or  emergency  shall  also  qualify  as  a  notified  absence  where 
the  member  reports  such  absence  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Policy  Body  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible.  The  Secretary  of  the  Policy  Body  shall  record  as  non-notified  all 
absences  involving  neither  advance  notice  nor  unforeseen  circumstances. 

Report  to  the  Appointing  Authority 

The  Secretary  of  the  Policy  Body  shall  report  all  instances  of  non-notified  absences  as  well 
as  any  instance  of  three  consecutive  absences  of  a  member  from  regular  meetings  in  a 
fiscal  year  to  the  members  appointing  authority. 


10/19/06 


1 


Annual  Attendance  Report 

At  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  the  Policy  Body  shall  submit  a  written 
report  to  the  appointing  authorities  of  the  Policy  Body's  membership  detailing  each  Policy 
Body  member's  attendance  at  all  meetings  of  the  Policy  Body  for  that  fiscal  year. 


10/19/06 
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5F Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


November  1,2006 


Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors 

Attn:  Gloria  L.  Young,  Clerk  of  the  Board 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  C  A  94102 

RE:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy 

Dear  Ms.  Young  and  Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors: 

Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  502-06  requires  that  every  appointive  board,  commission,  or 
advisory  body  of  any  kind  established  by  the  Charter  or  by  legislative  act  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  submit  a  copy  of  its  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance  to  the  Board  no 
later  than  December  1,  2006. 

Please  be  advised  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  its  September  22,  2006  meeting  discussed 
an  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance  and  voted  to  forward  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  the  following  policy  as  stated  in  its  Bylaws: 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused 
absence.  If  the  Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note 
that  the  absence  is  unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is 
critical  to  the  Council's  ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three 
(3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council  or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year, 
whether  those  absences  are  excused  or  unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the 
Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority  to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a 
replacement  member. 

Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 

Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent 


j  it  \ 
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Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors 

Attention:  Gloria  L.  Young,  Clerk  of  the  Board 

Page  2 

The  Council  agreed  to  report  Council  Members'  attendance  as  part  of  their  Annual  Report 
submission  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  September  of  each  year. 

The  Council's  attendance  policy  was  adopted  on  September  22,  2006.  On  October  30,  2006  The 
Mayor  issued  a  sample  attendance  policy  that  will  be  placed  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
next  meeting  agenda  of  December  8,  2006  for  consideration  and  adoption.  Since  Resolution 
502-06  requires  that  an  attendance  policy  be  submitted  to  the  Board  by  December  1,  2006  and 
the  Council's  next  official  meeting  date  is  on  December  8,  2006,  the  Council  is  submitting  the 
above  as  its  policy  until  further  consideration  at  its  December  8  meeting. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary  at  415-355-3709 
or  by  email  at  Monica. Fish^sfgov.oru. 


Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 

Cc:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director 

David  Assmann,  Deputy  Director 
Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Associate 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Members 


Sincerely, 


SF Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 

DRAFT 

December  12,  2006 


Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors 

Attn:  Gloria  L.  Young,  Clerk  of  the  Board 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  C A  94102 

RE:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy 

Dear  Ms.  Young  and  Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors: 


Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  502-06  requires  that  every  appointive  board,  commission,  or 
advisory  body  of  any  kind  established  by  the  Charter  or  by  legislative  act  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  submit  a  copy  of  its  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance  to  the  Board  no 
later  than  December  1,  2006.  Please  be  advised  that  on  November  1,  2006,  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  submitted  a  tentative  policy  based  on  the  December  1,  2006  due  date  for  submission. 
Since  that  time,  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  has  published  a  sample  policy  and  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  at  its  December  8,  2006  meeting  voted  to  adopt  the  recommendations  in  that  policy 
attached  herewith. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary  at  415-355-3709 
or  by  email  at  Monica.  Fi  sh@sfgov.org. 

Sincerely, 

Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 


Attachment:  Attendance  Policy 

December  1,  2006  Letter 


Cc:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director 
David  Assmann,  Deputy  Director 
Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Members 
Grace  Ma.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  ♦  Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  environment@sfgov.org  •  www.sfenvironment.com 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
ATTENDANCE  POLICY 


Bylaws 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  (September  22,  2006),  Article  III,  Section  5  states  the 
following  in  reference  to  attendance  requirements: 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused 
absence.  If  the  Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note 
that  the  absence  is  unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is 
critical  to  the  Council's  ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three 
(3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council  or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year, 
whether  those  absences  are  excused  or  unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the 
Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority  to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a 
replacement  member. 

Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 

Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent 

Purpose 

The  following  policy  is  designed  to  establish  minimum  attendance  standards  for  appointed 
members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  its  Committees.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict 
between  any  provision  of  this  policy  and  any  provision  of  a  City  ordinance  or  other  applicable 
law  (collectively,  "Laws")  governing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that  establish  more  stringent 
attendance  requirements  for  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  conflicting  provision  of 
such  Laws  shall  govern. 

Attendance  Requirements 

Except  in  the  event  of  a  notified  absence  (defined  below),  each  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  is  expected  to  attend  each  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  secretary  or  clerk  ("Secretary")  shall  maintain  a  record  of  members' 
attendance. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
Attendance  Policy 
Page  2 

Notified  Absences 

A  member's  absence  shall  constitute  a  "notified  absence"  where  the  member,  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  informs  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  or  other  person  whom  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  designated  that  the  member  will  be  absent.  An  absence  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  such  as  illness  or  emergency  shall  also  qualify  as  a  notified  absence  where  the 
member  reports  such  absence  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible.  The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  record  as  non-notified  all 
absences  involving  neither  advance  notice  nor  unforeseen  circumstances. 

Report  to  the  Appointing  Authority 

The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  report  all  instances  of  non-notified  absences  as 
well  as  any  instance  of  three  consecutive  absences  of  a  member  from  regular  meetings  in  a  fiscal 
year  to  the  member's  appointing  authority. 

Annual  Attendance  Report 

At  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  submit  a  w  ritten 
report  to  the  appointing  authorities  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  membership  detailing  each 
Urban  Forestry  Council  member's  attendance  at  all  meetings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for 
that  fiscal  year. 


Adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006 


SF Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


DRAFT 

December  12,  2006 


Honorable  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
City  Hall,  Room  200 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy 

Dear  Honorable  Mayor: 

In  response  to  your  September  18,  2006  and  October  30,  2006  requests  that  all  City  Boards  and 
Commissions  set  baseline  standards  for  Commissioner/Board  Members  attendance  at  regular 
meetings,  submitted  herewith  is  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  attendance  policy  that  was  adopted 
at  their  December  8,  2006  meeting.  A  copy  of  this  policy  has  been  sent  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  the  Council's  appointing  authority. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary  at  415-355-3709 
or  by  email  at  Monica.Fish@sfgov.org. 

Sincerely, 


Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 

Cc:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director 

David  Assmann,  Deputy  Director 
Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Miguel  Bustos,  Mayor's  Office 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Members 
Grace  Ma.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 


It  Grove  Street  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  environment@sfgov.Qrg  •  www.sfenvironment.com 
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100%  Post-Consumer  Content 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
ATTENDANCE  POLICY 


Bylaws 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  (September  22,  2006),  Article  III,  Section  5  states  the 
following  in  reference  to  attendance  requirements: 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused 
absence.  If  the  Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note 
that  the  absence  is  unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is 
critical  to  the  Council's  ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three 
(3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council  or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year, 
whether  those  absences  are  excused  or  unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the 
Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority  to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a 
replacement  member. 

Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 

Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent 

Purpose 

The  following  policy  is  designed  to  establish  minimum  attendance  standards  for  appointed 
members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  its  Committees.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict 
between  any  provision  of  this  policy  and  any  provision  of  a  City  ordinance  or  other  applicable 
law  (collectively,  '"Laws")  governing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that  establish  more  stringent 
attendance  requirements  for  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  conflicting  provision  of 
such  Laws  shall  govern. 

Attendance  Requirements 

Except  in  the  event  of  a  notified  absence  (defined  below),  each  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  is  expected  to  attend  each  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  secretary  or  clerk  ("Secretary")  shall  maintain  a  record  of  members' 
attendance. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
Attendance  Policy 
Page  2 

Notified  Absences 

A  member's  absence  shall  constitute  a  "notified  absence"  where  the  member,  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  informs  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  or  other  person  whom  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  designated  that  the  member  will  be  absent.  An  absence  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  such  as  illness  or  emergency  shall  also  qualify  as  a  notified  absence  where  the 
member  reports  such  absence  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible.  The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  record  as  non-notified  all 
absences  involving  neither  advance  notice  nor  unforeseen  circumstances. 

Report  to  the  Appointing  Authority 

The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  report  all  instances  of  non-notified  absences  as 
well  as  any  instance  of  three  consecutive  absences  of  a  member  from  regular  meetings  in  a  fiscal 
year  to  the  member's  appointing  authority. 

Annual  Attendance  Report 

At  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  submit  a  written 
report  to  the  appointing  authorities  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  membership  detailing  each 
Urban  Forestry  Council  member's  attendance  at  all  meetings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for 
that  fiscal  year. 


Adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006 
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SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  DECEMBER  8,  2006 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  following  provision  in  Article 
VIII  -  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  is  proposed  for  amendment  as  follows: 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy;  (2)  Funding,  and  (3) 
Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized 
holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of 
the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The 
Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fourth  First  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting 
shall  be  held  on  the  Third  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet 
monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information 
shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  November  21,  2006. 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 
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FILE  NO.  2006-12-UFC  RESOLUTION  NO. 

December  8,  2006 

1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  to  amend  Article  VIII  - 

4  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  to  change  the  Funding  Committee 

5  meeting  day  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  bi-monthly  to  the  first  Tuesday  bi-monthly. 

6  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  change  the  Funding  Committee 

7  meeting  day  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  bi-monthly  to  the  first  Tuesday  bi-monthly  of  the  odd 

8  numbered  months;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

9  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
10 

1 1  ARTICLE  VIII  -  COMMITTEES 

12  Section  4:  Standing  Committees 
13 

^  The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy,  (2) 

.j  5      Funding,  and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning 
and  Policy  Committee  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the 
following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 
conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall 
2Q      meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Fewth-BrjLTuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and 
2-j      November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall 

22  be  held  on  the  Third  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 

23  conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree 

24  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Half,  Room  421  in 
0c      San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 
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December8.  2006 


1  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Regular 

2  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006. 
3 
4 


5  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
6 

7  VOTE: 

8  Ayes:  Council  Members 

9  Noes: 
10  Absent: 
11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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LEGISLATIVE  ANALYST  REPORT 


From: 
Date: 
Re: 


Andrew  Murray,  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst 
October  5,  2005 

Financial  Incentives  for  Maintaining  Landmark  Trees  (OLA  No.  059-05) 


Summary  of  Requested  Action 


Report  on  all  possible  financial  incentives  -  including  but  not  limited  to  tax  credits,  rebates,  and 
subsidized  tree  care  -  for  residents  on  whose  property  landmark  trees  are  maintained. 


Urban  trees  provide  numerous  benefits  to  communities.  Some  cities  have  recognized  specific  trees  as 
particularly  meritorious  and  granted  them  special  protections.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  is  considering 
two  pieces  of  legislation  that  would  designate  some  trees  as  landmarks  and  offer  them  protections,  even 
if  they  are  located  on  private  property.  Both  pieces  of  legislation  would  make  it  illegal  for  any  person  to 
injure  or  destroy  a  landmark  tree. 

The  presence  of  a  landmark  tree  can  create  a  financial  burden  for  a  property  owner,  particularly  if  the 
tree's  protection  limits  site  development  options.  In  addition,  many  landmark  trees  will  be  large  and,  if 
unhealthy,  capable  of  collapsing  and  damaging  property  or  injuring  people.  Therefore,  property  owners 
will  also  be  responsible  for  properly  maintaining  the  trees,  which  can  be  expensive.  To  gain  the 
enthusiastic  participation  of  property  owners  in  the  landmark  tree  program  the  City  could  prov  ide 
support  to  offset  some  of  the  burden  of  maintaining  these  trees.  A  number  of  options,  ranging  from 
property  tax  exemptions  to  subsidized  tree  care,  are  discussed  below. 


Urban  trees  provide  economic,  environmental,  and  social  benefits  to  communities.  Because  the  benefits 
extend  beyond  the  property  on  which  the  trees  are  situated,  local  government  agencies  have  acted  to 
grow  and  safeguard  this  resource.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  is  currently  considering  two  pieces  of 
legislation  addressing  tree  protection1.  Both  pieces  would  make  it  illegal  for  any  person  to  injure 
(including  through  negligence)  or  destroy  any  street  tree  or  any  tree  recognized  as  a  landmark,  except  if 
granted  a  permit  to  remove  the  tree  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works.  Depending  on  how  lenient  the 
granting  of  such  permits  is,  the  presence  of  a  landmark  tree  could  significantly  restrict  the  freedom  of  a 
property  owner  to  develop  their  site,  and  thereby  reduce  the  value  of  the  property.  In  addition,  to  limit 


1  Board  of  Supervisors  file  numbers  051458  and  050689. 


Executive  Summary 


Background 
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liability  relating  to  the  collapse  of  a  large  tree  and  to  avoid  claims  of  negligence  in  caring  for  the  tree, 
property  owners  will  likely  be  obligated  to  engage  in  regular  maintenance,  which  can  be  expensive2. 

The  City  should  cultivate  the  participation  of  private  property  owners  in  a  landmark  tree  program, 
potentially  through  mechanisms  such  as  public  education  on  the  benefits  of  landmark  and  urban  trees, 
technical  assistance  on  proper  tree  care,  and  programs  that  publicly  recognize  significant  and  well- 
maintained  trees  and  their  owners.  Many  cities  have  created  such  programs  in  connection  with  their  tree 
ordinances.  In  addition,  nonprofit  organizations  based  in  cities  throughout  the  country  also  provide 
financial  and  technical  assistance  to  residents  that  want  to  plant  or  maintain  urban  trees.  San  Francisco's 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  for  example,  helps  residents  plant  street  trees  by  obtaining  the  necessary 
permits,  providing  the  supplies,  selecting  and  purchasing  the  trees,  and  overseeing  actual  planting.  It  also 
educates  residents  about  tree  care  through  online  information,  pruning  workshops,  and  other  vehicles. 
Some  nonprofit  organizations,  including  California  ReLeaf,  provide  grants  to  community  based 
organizations  to  plant  trees  in  publicly  accessible  areas. 

In  addition,  the  City  should  consider  providing  financial  support  to  offset  some  of  the  burden  of 
maintaining  protected  trees.  The  City  has  few  financial  incentive  programs  from  which  to  borrow 
lessons.  Two  programs  that  do  provide  financial  incentives  or  support  to  promote  desired  behavior  or 
offset  the  burden  of  regulatory  requirements  are  the  residential  recycling  program  and  the  graffiti 
abatement  program.  The  recycling  program  allows  residents  to  reduce  their  refuse  rates  by  diverting  for 
free  an  unlimited  amount  of  material  for  recycling,  and  under  the  abatement  program  the  City  provides 
free  paint  to  residents  and  business  owners  that  are  required  to  remove  graffiti  from  their  property. 

Financial  Incentives /Compensation 

There  are  a  number  of  threats  to  the  success  of  the  landmark  tree  program3.  Many  are  addressed  by  the 
permitting  process  and  the  deterrent  of  the  enforcement  provisions  in  the  proposed  legislation.  Positive 
financial  incentives  could  also  play  a  role.  A  well-designed  incentive  or  compensation  program  directly 
rewards  people  for  performing  the  desired  activity  or  compensates  them  for  a  discrete  burden.  In 
addition,  it  minimizes  the  ability  of  nefarious  actors  to  game  or  defraud  the  system. 

Examples  from  Other  Jurisdictions 

Most  California  cities  have  adopted  ordinances  to  manage  trees  on  public  property  or  right-of-ways. 
However,  few  cities  have  programs  addressing  the  management  of  trees  on  private  property,  or  offering 
financial  support  for  the  maintenance  of  these  trees.  The  Office  of  the  Legislative  Analyst  (OLA)  was 
not  able  to  uncover  any  cases  in  which  cities  compensated  property  owners  for  development  restrictions 
due  to  landmark  tree  programs.  The  OLA  identified  two  rare  cases,  described  below,  in  which  cities 
subsidized  maintenance  activities. 


"  Annual  maintenance  costs  vary  depending  on  the  intensity  of  care  and  the  tree  species  and  maturity. 

There  are  four  main  threats  to  the  success  of  the  landmark  tree  program.  Property  owners  might  not  comply  with 
prohibitions  on  injuring  or  destroying  trees;  they  might  resist  designation  of  their  landmark  trees;  the  process  of 
permitting  the  removal  of  the  trees  might  be  too  lenient;  and  property  owners  might  not  sufficiently  maintain  the 
trees. 
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City  of  Santa  Cruz 


The  City  of  Santa  Cruz  operates  a  heritage  tree  grant  program  through  which  it  pays  50%  of  the  cost  of 
maintenance  (primarily  pruning  and  disease  control)  of  significant  trees  located  on  private  property.  A 
number  of  residents  have  made  use  of  the  program,  which  requires  that  the  property  owner  solicit  bids 
from  three  qualified  tree  care  firms  to  perform  the  work.  The  program,  which  was  funded  by  a  special 
appropriation  from  the  city  council  in  the  amount  of  $50,000  per  year,  has  been  temporarily  suspended 
due  to  recent  budget  constraints,  but  is  expected  to  resume  in  the  future. 

City  of  Visalia 

A  City  of  Visalia  ordinance  requires  that  residents  hire  tree  care  professionals  to  trim  their  oak  trees.  To 
compensate  for  this  burden,  the  City  operates  a  program  through  which  it  contracts  directly  with  a 
qualified  tree  care  firm  and  pays  the  full  cost  of  maintenance  activities  for  oak  trees  on  the  property  of 
low-income  homeowners.  The  budget  of  this  program  is  modest,  approximately  $5,000  annually,  which 
is  derived  from  fines  and  penalties  assessed  for  violations  of  the  tree  ordinance. 

Possible  Incentives 

Because  the  definition  of  a  landmark  tree  has  not  yet  been  established,  it  is  unclear  how  many  such  trees 
there  are  in  the  City,  and  therefore  hard  to  project  the  costs  associated  with  the  financial  incentives 
described  below.  By  definition,  landmark  trees  are  supposed  to  be  unusual,  so  it  is  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  number  will  be  modest.  Paul  Sacamano  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  which  is 
responsible  for  maintaining  many  of  the  City's  street  trees,  estimates  that  there  might  be  as  many  as 
1,000  landmark  trees  on  private  property  throughout  the  City.  If  the  program  is  successful  in  promoting 
the  longevity  of  these  trees,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  the  number  will  grow  over  time. 

If  the  City  desires  to  provide  financial  support,  it  should  explore  revenue  sources  beyond  the  General 
Fund.  Unfortunately,  most  federal  and  state  support  for  tree  planting  is  designated  specifically  for  trees 
on  public  lands,  and  therefore  would  not  likely  be  available  to  assist  private  property  owners.  The  City 
or  a  nonprofit  could  establish  a  donor  fund  to  collect  revenues  specifically  to  offset  costs  of  maintaining 
landmark  trees  for  private  property  owners.  A  species-specific  advocacy  organization  might  also  be 
willing  to  provide  funding  to  support  tree  maintenance.  One  incentive  described  below  would  require  the 
establishment  of  a  new  property  tax  assessment  to  provide  financial  support  to  the  urban  forest.  As  in 
the  case  of  Visalia,  the  City  could  limit  its  financial  support  through  any  of  the  mechanisms  described 
below  by  making  them  need  based. 

Subsidize  Maintenance 

As  illustrated  in  the  cases  of  Santa  Cruz  and  Visalia,  cities  can  subsidize  tree  maintenance.  Not  only 
would  this  reduce  the  cost  bom  by  the  tree  owner,  but  ensuring  proper  care  would  also  result  in 
increased  tree  life,  a  community  benefit.  In  both  cases  described  above,  private  companies  prov  ide  the 
tree  care  services.  An  alternative  is  to  instead  direct  the  same  monetary  resources  to  augment  the 
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capacity  of  city  crews  that  already  care  for  street  or  park  trees  such  that  they  could  maintain  trees  on 
private  property.  Because  this  approach  might  create  a  potentially  significant  liability  for  the  City  and 
crowd  out  maintenance  of  trees  on  public  property,  it  would  have  to  be  carefully  examined.  Short  of 
actually  paying  for  tree  maintenance,  the  City  might  be  able  to  help  secure  lower  cost  services  from 
private  tree  care  firms  on  behalf  of  landmark  tree  owners  if  it  represented  all  owners  in  negotiating  group 
rates.  The  City  could  also  try  to  secure  reduced  rate  services  on  behalf  of  landmark  tree  owners  by 
designating  a  small  number  of  tree  care  firms  as  the  City's  "'preferred  providers",  which  would 
presumably  have  spillover  benefits  for  the  firm  beyond  business  in  landmark  trees. 

Rebate  Property  Tax 

Depending  on  how  difficult  it  is  to  secure  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  for  site  redevelopment,  the 
presence  of  a  landmark  tree  could  substantially  reduce  a  property  owner's  site  use  options,  and 
therefore  the  value  of  the  site.  An  annual  reduction  in  property  taxes  is  a  mechanism  through  which  the 
City  could  compensate  property  owners  for  this  loss,  although  it  is  unclear  what  amount  of  rebate  would 
be  appropriate.  One  shortcoming  of  this  approach  is  that  if  eligibility  for  the  rebate  were  granted  based 
simply  on  the  presence  of  a  landmark  tree,  it  would  provide  compensation  to  people  who  have  no 
ambition  of  redeveloping  their  lot,  and  therefore  might  be  an  inefficient  use  of  resources.  An  alternative 
to  a  substantial  rebate  meant  to  partially  offset  the  reduction  in  property  value  due  to  limited 
development  options  is  a  small  but  meaningful  rebate  intended  primarily  to  build  goodwill  with  program 
participants.  This  might  be  more  appropriately  implemented,  however,  through  the  department 
overseeing  the  landmark  tree  registration,  rather  than  the  assessor  or  treasurer/tax  collector. 

Assess  New  Tax  for  Landmark  Trees 

In  its  April  1,  2005  Recommendations  for  Strengthening  San  Francisco's  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance, 
the  Urban  Forest  Council  proposed  a  new  property  tax  assessment  for  the  urban  forest.  Property 
owners  would  be  exempted  from  the  tax  to  the  extent  that  they  have  significant  trees  on  their  property. 
This  is  similar  in  many  regards  to  the  property  tax  exemption,  except  that  as  a  new  tax  it  would  generate 
new  revenue,  opposed  to  the  rebate,  which  would  reduce  current  revenue. 

Subsidize  Maintenance  Supplies 

Beyond  maintenance  by  tree  service  professionals,  homeowners  can  take  many  steps  to  promote  the 
health  of  their  landmark  trees.  The  City  could  provide  subsidized  water  and  fertilizer  to  landmark  tree 
owners.  Regarding  fertilizer,  if  that  provided  by  the  City  were  nontoxic,  encouraging  its  use  by  residents 
would  have  the  added  benefit  or  reducing  stormwater  pollution  loading.  Bulk  purchasing  by  the  City 
could  allow  it  to  provide  residents  with  supplies  at  a  lower  cost  to  the  City  than  if  it  were  to  simply 
reimburse  residents  for  purchases  of  supplies  from  normal  retail  outlets,  assuming  the  cost  of  storing  the 
material  was  not  too  high.  Providing  water  bill  credits  would  require  inspection  and  monitoring,  which 
might  be  costly. 
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Eliminate  Fees  for  Permitted  Removal 


One  potential  cost  of  having  a  landmark  tree  is  that  of  undertaking  its  removal.  The  pending  pieces  of 
legislation  authorize  the  removal  permit  to  have  conditions  that  could  include  fees  for  the  replacement 
value  of  the  tree,  administrative  costs,  and  a  contribution  to  the  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  If  the  approval 
process  is  well  tuned  to  appropriately  allow  and  disallow  landmark  tree  removals,  the  fees  associated 
with  removal  might  be  of  limited  value  as  a  deterrent  and  an  undue  financial  burden.  Fines  associated 
with  violating  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  legislation  should  not  be  reduced  if  already  appropriately 
set,  of  course. 

Exempt  Property  Owners  from  other  Requirements 

One  means  of  remunerating  property  owners  for  reduced  flexibility  in  site  development  is  to  provide 
compensating  flexibility  regarding  other  site  development  restrictions,  such  as  setbacks,  etc.  However, 
policies  that  provide  indirect  compensation  such  as  this  are  prone  to  distortions  that  might  lead  to 
unintended  negative  consequences  that  exceed  the  initial  benefit  the  program  was  intended  to  provide. 

Facilitate  Tax  Deduction  through  Conservation  Land  Trust 

One  form  of  financial  compensation  that  the  City  could  help  facilitate  but  would  not  have  to  fund  is  an 
income  tax  deduction.  The  City  could  work  with  a  local  nonprofit  to  establish  a  conservation  land  trust 
to  which  private  property  owners  could  donate  an  easement  to  their  landmark  tree  and  the  land 
immediately  surrounding  it.  The  property  owner  might  then  be  able  to  deduct  the  value  of  the  easement 
(equal  to  the  loss  of  property  value  due  to  restricted  development  opportunities)  from  their  property 
taxes.  Additional  consultation  with  a  land  use  and  tax  attorney  and  appraiser  would  be  required  to 
explore  the  feasibility  of  this  option,  as  the  assessment  of  the  value  of  the  easement  would  be 
challenging.  The  nonprofit  would  bear  some  costs  as  it  would  be  required  to  regularly  monitor  the 
easement  to  make  sure  that  it  has  not  been  infringed  upon. 

Conclusion 

A  number  of  options  are  described  above  to  subsidize  routine  maintenance  activ  ities.  If  it  is  difficult  to 
secure  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree,  the  primary  financial  cost  to  property  owners,  w  hether  it  is 
realized  or  not,  will  likely  be  the  restricted  freedom  to  redevelop  their  site.  Rather  than  develop  financial 
incentives  to  compensate  for  this,  a  more  effective  and  direct  remedy  would  be  a  carefully  designed 
permitting  process  that  is  appropriately  challenging,  coupled  with  a  requirement  that  the  property  owner 
take  appropriate  measures  to  compensate  for  a  landmark  tree's  removal  through  new  plantings  or  in  lieu 
fees,  as  incorporated  in  the  pending  legislation. 
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which  the  committee  has  amended  when  the  amendments  are  within  the 
same  subject  as  the  measure  available  for  public  inspection. 


5.28.  Meeting  Notices.  Notice  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  consist  of  mail, 
telephonic  or  other  notification  to  all  persons  known  or  presumed  to  be 
interested  in  the  particular  measure  to  be  considered,  and  such  notice 
shall  be  initiated  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  measure  is  scheduled  for 
committee  hearing  but  shall  be  reasonably  designed  to  reach  notificants 
not  later  than  48  hours  before  the  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 

5.29.  Presentation  Priority.  The  committee  chair,  or  in  his  or  her  absence  or 
forbearance  another  member  of  the  committee,  then  the  sponsor,  shall  be 
accorded  priority  in  addressing  the  Board  to  make  a  presentation 
concerning  any  matter  submitted  to  the  Board  by  the  committee;  except 
that  the  Supervisor  calling  a  matter  out  of  committee  shall  be  accorded 
priority  in  addressing  the  Board  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  presentation 
concerning  such  matter. 

5.30.  Timing  of  Committee  Recommendations.  When  state  or  local  law 
requires  the  Board  to  act  by  a  certain  date,  or  when  the  Board  for 
legislative  reasons  desires  to  act  by  a  certain  date,  the  Board  may  refer 
legislation  to  a  committee  with  direction  to  return  the  legislation  to  the 
Board  by  a  specified  date.  In  the  event  a  committee  does  not  take  timely 
action,  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  place  the  legislation  on  the  agenda  of 
the  full  Board  on  the  date  the  Board  requested  presentation  of  the 
legislation. 

5.31 .  Failure  of  a  Committee  to  Act  within  30  Days.  Failure  of  a  Committee  to 
Act  within  30  Days.  Should  the  committee  to  which  a  measure  has  been 
referred  not  report  such  measure  to  the  Board  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  such  reference,  four  or  more  Supervisors  may,  at  any  subsequent 
Board  meeting  at  Roll  Call  for  Introductions,  call  for  said  measure  to  be 
presented  to  the  Board  by  inclusion  on  the  agenda  of  its  next  regular 
meeting  following  that  at  which  the  call  is  made.  Should  a  measure  that 
has  been  referred  to  Committee  not  be  heard  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  such  reference,  any  Supervisor  may,  at  any  subsequent  Board  meeting 
at  Roll  Call  for  Introductions,  call  for  said  measure  to  be  presented  to  the 
Board  by  inclusion  on  the  agenda  of  its  next  regular  meeting  following  that 
at  which  the  call  is  made.  If  the  President  has  determined  that  a  measure 
creates  or  revises  major  City  policy  (Rule  5.40),  then  the  30-day  period 
provided  for  in  this  Rule  (5.31)  shall  not  begin  to  run  until  the  30-day 
period  imposed  by  the  President  (Rule  5.40)  has  expired. 

5.32.  The  Board  May  Call  a  Measure  from  Committee.  The  Board  by  majority 
vote  may  order,  by  written  motion,  that  a  measure  which  has  been 
referred  to  committee  be  returned  to  the  Board  at  its  next  meeting. 
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5.33.  Calling  an  Emergency  Measure  from  Committee.  At  the  expiration  of 
five  days  from  the  date  of  reference  to  committee  of  an  emergency 
measure  in  the  nature  of  a  proposed  ordinance,  any  Supervisor  may  call 
for  said  emergency  measure  and  require  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Board 
include  such  measure  on  the  agenda  for  the  regular  meeting  next 
subsequent  to  such  call.  Such  call  shall  be  directed,  in  writing,  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board. 

5.34.  Notice  of  Call  from  Committee.  When  a  measure  is  called  out  of 
committee  pursuant  to  this  rule,  the  clerk  of  the  committee  shall  notify  by 
mail  all  ascertainable  interested  parties  that  the  measure  has  been  called 
out  of  committee  and  will  be  considered  by  the  Board  on  a  specified  date. 

5.35.  Meetings  on  Tuesday.  No  committee  meeting  shall  commence  on  a 
Tuesday  after  12:30  p.m.,  or  continue  past  2:00  p.m.  on  a  Tuesday  (or 
Wednesday  when  the  regular  meeting  of  the  Board  falls  on  that  day 
because  of  a  holiday)  without  the  express  permission  of  the  President  of 
the  Board. 

5.36.  Filing  of  Inactive  Matters.  If  the  Supervisor  sponsoring  a  measure  or 
request  for  hearing,  and  the  chair  to  which  it  has  been  assigned,  inform 
the  Clerk  of  the  Board  they  deem  the  matter  to  be  inactive,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  shall  file  the  matter.  Such  matters  may  be  reactivated  as 
provided  in  these  rules. 

5.37.  Filing  Inactive  Matters  After  Six  Months;  Filing  Proposed  Charter 
Amendments  Not  Placed  On  The  Ballot.  If  a  measure  (other  than  a 
Charter  amendment)  or  a  hearing  request  referred  to  committee  has  not 
been  heard  by  the  committee  for  any  five  consecutive  calendar  months, 
the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  note  on  the  next  committee  pending  list  that 
uniess  the  item  is  heard  the  following  month  it  is  deemed  to  be  inactive 
and  shall  be  filed  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  who  shall  make  an 
appropriate  note  on  the  legislative  history  record  of  such  filing.  San 
Francisco  Elections  Code,  Section  300,  provides  that  proposed  Charter 
amendments  the  Board  wishes  to  submit  to  the  voters  may  be  submitted 
for  the  next  election  held  no  fewer  than  102  days  after  the  date  of 
submission,  and  allows  the  Director  of  Elections  to  accept  from  the  Board 
one  proposed  Charter  amendment  a  week  later,  but  no  fewer  than  95 
days  before  the  date  of  an  election.  On  the  94th  day  prior  to  each  City  and 
County  election,  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  file  all  pending  proposed 
Charter  amendments  that  have  not  been  submitted  to  the  voters  by  the 
Board  for  that  election. 

5.38.  Presidential  Committee  Service.  When  only  one  member  is  available  to 
attend  a  meeting  of  a  standing  or  select  committee  of  the  Board,  in  order 
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ERITAGE,  LANDMARK 
or  significant  trees  have 
long  endured  environ- 
mental stresses  and  the  impacts  of 
urban  development.  They  are  survi- 
vors—every one,  but  now  they  face 
increased  pressure  from  greater  ur- 
banization. 

Tree  ordinances  must  change — 
they  must  become  more  comprehen- 
sive, more  determined  and  more  en- 
forceable. They  must  provide  for  the 
orderly  protection  of  trees  during  a 
number  of  foreseeable  circumstances. 
City  councils  and  tree  managers  are 
charged  with  the  stewardship  of  com- 
munity values  and  enforcement  of 
regulations.  Vague  regulations  frus- 
trate this  purpose.  Focused  language 
is  needed  to  clarify  these  circum- 
stances, such  as  in  the  absence  of  de- 
velopment, exclusions  to  allow  re- 
moval of  over-mature,  hazardous  or 
competing  trees,  or  conditions  during 
development  of  both  single  family  and 
the  higher  discretionary  zoned  prop- 
erties (commercial,  subdivisions,  etc.) 

A  community  looking  for  answers 
When  vacant  land  is  no  longer  avail- 
able in  cities,  'in-filF  land  develop- 
ment becomes  the  economically  vi- 
able option  (or  necessity)  for  reusing 
the  land.  This  economic  reality  pre- 
sents an  immediate  threat  to  many  of 
our  larger  and  high  profile  trees  lo- 
cated on  these  reused  sites.  The  'shock 
and  awe'  effect  to  a  community  upon 
seeing  valued,  older  trees,  symbols  of 
a  bygone  era,  demolished  along  with 
adjacent  structures  to  make  way  for 
new  development,  is  significant  and 
has  started  a  ground-swell  of  interest 
for  the  updating  of  tree  ordinances. 

This  can  be  just  as  devastating  as 
a  hurricane  that  devastates  the  land- 
scape to  a  community  that  values  its 
trees.  However,  the  erosion  of  'char- 
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acter'  defined  by  the  removal  of  land- 
mark trees  occurs  more  slowly,  one 
parcel  at  a  time.  This,  then,  is  a  very 
real  and  important  scenario  confront- 
ing city  and  county  officials  across  the 
country. 

Devils  in  the  details 

Heritage  trees  on  smaller  lots  are  sub- 
ject to  an  increasing  threat  of  removal 
without  regard  to  value  by  the  bal- 
looning real  estate  market  and  the 
current  building  trend.  Ranch  houses 
on  large  lots  are  no  longer  feasible. 
Cost  of  land  is  up.  Multi-family 
project  zoning  is  a  must  as  cities  build 
out.  Competition  between  important 
site  elements  for  the  same  space  is  the 
'front-line'  topic  of  negotiation  for 


now  ill-protected  by  out-dated  ordi- 
nances that  did  not  envision  current 
real  estate  trends,  collateral  impacts 
to  significant  trees  and  the  character 
changing  consequences  of  their  re- 
moval. 

Contemporary  cities 

Cities,  from  San  Francisco  to  Washing- 
ton D.C.  are  scrambling  to  find  experts 
to  help  them  revise  their  obsolete  tree 
ordinances  and  add  new  language 
to  protect  and/ or  preserve  significant 
and  heritage  trees  for  future  genera- 
tions. California  cities  such  as  Palo 
Alto,  Los  Gatos,  Fremont,  Roundrock. 
Texas  or  Huntsville,  Alabama,  have 
added  measured  code  changes  to 
guide  development,  and  function  in 


"JA  growing  number  of  cities  are 
revising  their  general pCans  and 
updating  CocaCtree  ordinances  to 
ensure  that  tree  preservation  and 
proper  protection  during  deveibpmm  t 
can  andwiCChe  imp  Cemented  with 
consequences  for  non-compliance. " 


most  municipal  planning  agencies. 
For  example,  a  current  trend  for  a  new 
single  family  residence  is  to  design 
the  structure  to  maximum  build-out 
to  zoning  setbacks,  including  base- 
ments below,  two  or  more  mandatory 
parking  spaces  and  a  detached  ga- 
rage. A  large  amenity  tree  in  this  sce- 
nario would  not  be  protected  in  the 
design  stage  if  it  is  not  regulated  by 
ordinance  or  policy.  Trees  formerly 
spared  by  reasonable  planning,  are 


multiple  scenarios.  They  are  now  bet- 
ter able  to  balance  tree  preservation, 
objective  management  of  removal  and 
replacement  trees  and  consistent  staff 
administration  of  the  program. 

Contemporary  cities  are  realizing 
that  their  tree  canopies  provide  many 
economic,  environmental  and  social 
benefits,  in  addition  to  traditional  aes- 
thetic recognition.  They  now  consider 
their  trees  to  be  an  important  capital 
asset  and  major  component  of  the 
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infrastructure.  A  growing  number  of 
cities  are  revising  their  general  plans 
and  updating  local  tree  ordinances  to 
ensure  that  tree  preservation  and 
proper  protection  during  develop- 
ment can  and  will  be  implemented 
with  consequences  for  non-compli- 
ance. Updating  or  creating  an  ordi- 
nance will  not  only  help  to  increase 
environmental  benefits,  but  will  help 
support  property  values  as  well. 

Good  news  over  time 

Balancing  personal  property  rights 
while  maintaining  the  social  and  en- 
vironmental benefits  that  trees  pro- 
vide, will  always  be  controversial. 
However,  minimizing  the  loss  of 
large,  historic  trees  and  managing  the 
younger  generation  of  trees  to  per- 
petuate the  quality  of  life  for  future 
generations  is  a  community  decision. 
The  good  news  is  that  local  govern- 
ment can  ensure  that  these  values  are 


reflected  in  its  municipal  code,  gen- 
eral plan  or  county  guidelines. 

In  the  long  run,  a  well-defined  tree 
ordinance  covering  all  the  bases — 
management,  regulations  and  stan- 
dards of  care,  will  assure  that  impor- 
tant trees  will  be  retained  to  provide 
significant  benefits,  and  to  help  de- 
fine the  unique  character  of  the  city. 
The  planners  term,  'a  more  livable 
community'  referring  to  its  trees,  is 
more  than  a  platitude,  it  is  a  desirable 
characteristic  and  a  necessary  concept 
for  communities  that  value  their  trees. 
Such  communities  have  specifically 
planned  for  the  maintenance  and  or- 
derly renewal  of  their  tree  canopy, 
and  have  chosen  to  abide  by  their 
municipal  code.  While  tree  ordi- 
nances must  change  to  be  more  effec- 
tive, their  guiding  principle  should 
always  be  a  reflection  of  the  commu- 
nity values. 


For  further  information  of  ele- 
ments mentioned  in  this  article,  visit: 
http://cufr.ucdavis.edu/default.asp 
http://www.cfr.washington.edu/ 
research. envmind/ 
http://www.treesaregood.com/ 
http://www.isa-arbor.com/publica- 
tions/ordinance.aspx 
http://www.treelink.org/ 
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/ 
planning-community/Tree 
Resources.html 


Prepared  for  a  WCISA  Regional 
Meeting  at  Stanford  University, 
CA,  held  June  22,  2006. 

Dave  Dockter 

Landscape  Specialist,  ASCA,  ISA, 
APA 

City  of  Palo  Alto 
650-329-2441 

http://www.city.palo-alto.ca.us/ 
trees/ 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


DRAFT  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Friday,  December  8,  2006  at  10:00  a.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


DEC  2  6  2006 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


CALL  TO  ORDER  and  ROLL  CALL.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Nervo,  Marks  (10:15 
a.m.),  Miller,  Quirke,  Sherk,  Rogers,  Sacamano  (10:15  a.m.),  and  Sustarich.  Absent: 
Member  Habert;  Excused:  Member  Boss. 

ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  Meeting 
Minutes  were  adopted  with  an  amendment  to  change  Ms.  Ora  Sherk  to  Ms.  Sherk  or  Ms. 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  throughout  the  text  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and 
Habert)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Regular 

Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page  asp?id=51 109.)) 

DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  heard  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  recommendation  for  a  tree  nominated  for  landmark  tree  status  at  the 
following  address: 

•    Coastal  Redwood  (Sequoia  sempervirens),  455  Chenery  Street 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion,  the  Council  voted  on  whether  to  approve,  reject,  or 
not  take  action  on  the  nomination  and  adopted  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  (if 
required)  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Summary  (Word) 

http://web1 .5fqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfeiivironrnent/meetings/ufc/supporting/2006/item3LMTreeReport1 1 1406  doc 

and  Evaluations:  Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  Evaluation  Forms  455  Chenery.  Chair  Boss  Evaluation 


http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/MBossEvaluat'orForm 


(PDF) 


Jjdf.) 
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Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form,  pictures,  explanatory  documents  (PDF)  455  chenerv 
Nomination,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist's  Pictures 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/GraceMaPhotos.pdf, 

Ms.  Dhillon's  Statement  (PDF) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2Q06/MsDhillonStatement1 1 

i406Mtq.pdf:  Arborist's  Report  (PDF) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/ArboristStatement.pdf. 

Opposition  to  Nomination  Explanatory  Documents:  Opposition  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem3LTROppositionto455ChenervLa 

ndmarkn  1  -30-06)  pdf.  (PDF)  455  chenerv  Opposition.  Presentation  to  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  111406: 

http://web1.sfqov  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/OppositionPresentatio 
.n461Chenery.pdf 

Planning  Commission  Action  461  Chenery  (Word) 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/461CheneryPlanninqC 
ommission.doc  and  Assessors  Maps  (PDF)  Assessors  Maps  455  and  461  Chenery. 

PRESENTER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair's  (Member  Boss)  summary 
report  on  the  Committee  action  at  the  November  14,  2006  meeting.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Committee  after  testimony  from  interested  parties,  including  the  property  owner  and 
adjacent  neighbor  and  discussion  of  the  tree,  species,  size,  health,  and  criteria  for 
landmarking,  voted  against  recommending  the  tree  for  landmark  status  by  a  vote  of  3-2. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Daniel  Frattin  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Doug  Gillies,  adjacent  property 
owner  at  461  Chenery  Street,  asked  that  the  Council  follow  the  Committee's 
recommendation  and  reject  the  landmark  tree  nomination.  It  was  stated  that  parts  of  the 
tree  are  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property.  Mr.  Frattin  indicated  that  the  construction  that  Ms. 
Dhiilon's  correspondence  references,  states  that  the  proposed  construction  at  461 
Chenery  Street  would  destroy  the  tree  is  entirely  different  that  the  actual  project.  It  was 
stated  that  Mr.  Bryant,  Arborist,  has  advised  that  if  special  techniques  are  used  during 
construction  of  the  foundation,  that  the  tree  should  be  fine  during  and  after  construction. 

Mr.  Frattin  stated  that  the  nomination  is  not  properly  before  the  Council  as  parts  of  the 
tree  are  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property,  and  he  has  recognized  property  interests  under 
California  law.  The  Ordinance's  nomination  procedures  were  set  up  so  that  only  private 
property  owners  could  nominate  trees  that  were  located  on  their  own  property  and  does 
not  directly  address  the  situation  of  multiple  affected  owners.  Mr.  Frattin  stated  that  the 
intent  of  the  Ordinance  is  to  protect  private  property  owners  and  suggests  that  all 
affected  owners  sign  on  to  the  nomination.  Mr.  Frattin  discussed  the  intent  of  creating  a 
parallel  process  between  the  Planning  Code's  provisions  for  nominating  landmark 
buildings  and  the  process  for  landmarking  of  trees  that  requires  that  all  property  owners 
have  to  sign  on  to  a  nomination. 
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Public  Comment:  Mr.  John  Bryant,  Certified  Registered  Arborist,  stated  that  the  tree 
does  not  deserve  to  be  landmarked  because  it  is  not  a  rare  or  endangered  species,  does 
not  have  the  grandeur,  form,  or  majesty  that  could  be  attributed  to  a  coastal  redwood, 
and  has  not  been  maintained  properly  for  a  number  of  years.  It  was  stated  that  the  tree 
is  unsuitable  for  a  backyard  garden  and  has  destroyed  the  neighbor's  fence  and 
impeded  use  of  his  garden  and  lower  property  door.  Mr.  Bryant  indicated  that  if  the 
correct  architectural  formula  were  to  be  followed,  the  tree  would  not  be  irreparably 
damaged  by  the  construction. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Maya  Dhillon,  property  owner  of  the  nominated  tree,  discussed 
her  dissatisfaction  with  the  Planning  Commission's  discretionary  review  process  and 
their  determination  that  the  subject  tree  straddles  multiple  property  lines  as  well  as  the 
Zoning  Administrator's  granting  of  a  variance  to  the  adjacent  property  owner.  It  was 
stated  that  a  soil  report  should  have  been  required  and  Ms.  Dhillon  introduced  a 
neighbor's  soil  report.  Ms.  Dhillon  discussed  the  cultural  significance  and  merits  of  the 
subject  tree  and  opposed  Mr.  Bryant's  report  on  the  health  of  the  tree.  An  explanatory 
document  was  distributed  to  the  Council  Members. 

Member  Marks  questioned  Mr.  Frattin's  statement  that  if  a  branch  extends  to  another 
property  that  it  would  represent  an  ownership  interest  and  did  not  feel  this  was  correct. 
Member  Marks  stated  that  he  believed  it  would  give  the  property  owner  a  right  to  do  what 
he  feels  is  right  with  the  branch.  A  request  was  made  for  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  to 
present  a  written  opinion  clarifying  this  issue  in  order  to  avoid  future  nomination 
problems. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  a  branch  extending  to  another  property  line 
does  not  signify  dual  ownership  of  the  tree  and  that  Mr.  Frattin's  discussion  contained  an 
interpretation  of  what  he  felt  the  Ordinance  should  be. 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  schedule  an  agenda  item  to  hear  a  report  to 
discuss  trees  spanning  multiple  property  lines  and  the  Ordinance's  homeowner 
protection  intent. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  about  a  possible  Ordinance  amendment  that  indicates  that  all 
affected  property  owners  must  sign  on  to  the  nomination  and  requested  clarity.  It  was 
stated  that  the  Ordinance  criteria  has  to  be  applied  differently  in  San  Francisco  than  in 
other  jurisdictions  because  1%  of  the  trees  are  less  than  12  inches  and  we  live  in  an 
environment  that  is  not  a  forested  City  in  its  ecological  origin.  Member  Cohen  requested 
that  a  set  of  specifications  for  the  protection  of  the  tree  during  development  be  part  of  the 
criteria  for  moving  forward  with  the  project  from  the  Planning  Department  and  be  part  of 
the  contract  with  the  project  contractor. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  clarified  that  the  Ordinance  states,  "The  property  owner 
whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  may  nominate  a  tree."  Mr.  Frattin  clarified  that 
the  Ordinance  as  written  is  unclear  and  that  based  on  the  legislative  history  and  the 
intent  behind  it  as  well  as  its  comparison  to  other  similar  procedures  in  the  Planning 
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Code,  it  should  be  interpreted  as  requiring  all  of  the  affected  property  owners  to  sign  on. 
Member  Cohen  asked  if  this  issue  has  to  be  clarified  or  contested  in  court  for  a  definition. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  the  Council  request  further  clarity  from  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  decide  as  a  Council  how  to  interpret  the  Ordinance  in  order  to 
implement  nominations. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  a  legal  definition  of  tree  ownership  and  referenced  a  book 
Neighbor  Law  that  states  that  the  owner  of  the  tree  is  determined  by  the  location  of  the 
majority  of  the  trunk. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  based  on  recent  case  law,  the  trunk  that  sits 
fully  on  a  yard  or  property  signifies  the  owner  of  the  tree.  If  the  trunk  is  between  two 
property  lines,  they  are  co-owners.  If  the  branches  go  on  to  the  other  side,  you  are 
allowed  to  cut  them.  You  can't  be  negligent  or  else  the  property  owner  has  a  right  for  a 
cause  of  action  against  you. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Council  should  decide  how  to  interpret  this  issue  and 
the  Board  redefining  the  Ordinance  can  be  a  future  action.  It  was  recommended  that  the 
Council  decide  that  if  a  trunk  of  a  tree  is  wholly  on  a  person's  yard,  then  the  application 
would  be  considered  for  landmark  status.  Member  Rodgers  asked  Mr.  Frattin  and  Mr. 
Gillies  if  techniques  would  be  employed  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  tree.  Mr.  Frattin 
stated  that  was  his  understanding. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Doug  Gillies,  property  owner,  indicated  that  he  consulted  with  Mr. 
Ted  Kipping,  Arborist  who  had  a  number  of  suggestions  on  how  to  secure  the  tree,  with 
Mr.  John  Bryant,  Arborist,  and  the  structural  engineer  firm  to  design  a  foundation  to 
minimize  damage  to  the  tree.  Mr.  Gillies  stated  that  he  would  be  following  the  Planning 
Commission's  recommendations  and  felt  there  would  be  minor  damage  to  the  tree.  Mr. 
Gillies  stated  that  he  considers  himself  to  be  a  co-owner  of  the  tree  because  part  of  the 
trunk,  roots,  and  property  are  on  his  property. 

Member  Miller  stated  that  the  issue  of  whose  property  the  tree  is  on  is  not  relevant  to  the 
argument  of  whether  the  Council  should  landmark  the  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the 
discussion  was  about  the  proper  nomination  of  the  tree  if  the  roots  span  multiple  property 
lines. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  tree  is  landmarked,  then  what  would  be  required  of  Mr. 
Gillies  or  anyone  else  in  terms  of  the  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  permit  would  have  to 
be  issued  for  removal.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  a  tree  protection  plan  would  have  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Planning  Department  if  you  are  doing  construction  that  might  impact 
the  tree.  The  Building  Department  during  inspection  would  ensure  that  the  tree 
protection  is  in  place  and  the  construction  is  proceeding  in  a  way  that  the  Arborist 
certified  would  not  result  in  the  destruction  of  the  tree. 
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Member  Costello  asked  that  the  focus  be  changed  to  discuss  whether  this  is  a 
landmarkable  tree  instead  of  discussing  process  issues  or  protections  in  place  for  a  tree 
that  may  not  be  in  the  Council's  purview. 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  legislation  should  be  used  to  specifically  protect 
landmark  trees,  not  just  any  tree  and  agreed  that  the  Council  should  focus  on  the  quality 
of  this  specific  tree. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  the  property  owner  to  voluntarily  submit  a  revision  to  their 
submittal  to  the  Planning  Department  and  Department  of  Building  Inspection  with  a 
certified  arborist's  recommendations  on  construction  methods  to  avoid  destruction  to  the 
tree.  Mr.  Frattin  confirmed  that  good  faith  efforts  would  be  made  to  retain  the  tree  during 
the  construction  project. 

Member  Griswold  stated  that  he  is  satisfied  that  there  would  be  a  good  faith  effort  to 
retain  the  tree  and  reminded  the  Council  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  voted  to 
oppose  landmarking  of  the  tree. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Council  should  do  everything  they  can  to  protect  redwood 
trees  in  San  Francisco  and  urged  the  Council  to  landmark  this  tree  for  its  protection  and 
safety. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Council  voted  to 
accept  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee's  Report  to  not  landmark  the  tree  at  455  Chenery 
Street. 

Vote:  AYES  (10-3)  ABSENT:  2 

AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers. 
Sacamano,  Shark,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  and  Miller 

ABSENT:  Members  Boss  and  Habert 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  if  the  Council  votes  to  not  approve  landmark 
status  that  a  Resolution  would  not  be  required  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  about  the  protocol  for  informing  property  owners  if  their 
landmark  tree  nomination  has  been  rejected.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  indicated 
that  the  property  owner  would  receive  a  rejection  letter. 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Nomination,  Hearing,  and  Paperwork  Instructions.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  discussed  approval  of  written  instructions  to  advise  the  public 
about  the  nomination,  hearing,  and  paperwork  requirements.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
No  Action  (Word) 
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http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4noactionletter.doc.  Support 

(Word), 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/rneetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4support%2Qletter.doc, 

Rejection  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4reiection%20letter.doc, 

Notification  to  Property  Owner  Letters  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4notificationtopropertvowner.doc 

and  Release  to  Enter  Property  Form  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4releasetoevaluateprivate%20tr 
ee.doc.) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  described  the  nomination,  hearing,  and  paperwork 
instructions  that  she  created  that  includes  the  Council's  support  of  landmark  nomination, 
rejection  of  landmark  nomination,  no  action,  notification  to  property  owner  of  landmark 
nomination  and  release  to  enter  property  letters  and  forms. 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  nomination, 
hearing,  and  paperwork  instructions  were  approved  with  an  amendment  to:  No  Action 
Letter-remove  in  the  second  paragraph,  first  and  second  lines  (without  recommendation). 

Vote:  (AYES:  12)  (Absent:  3) 

AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Member  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Nervo,  Marks,  Miller, 
Quirke,  Sherk,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Members  Boss,  Habert,  and  Rodgers 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  Amendments.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  considered  and  approved  amendments  to  the  landmark  tree 
nomination  form  (Explanatory  Document:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  (Word) 

http://web1sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem5LandrnarkNomFormNov06  doc 
) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  discussed  amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination 
Form  (1)  disclaimer  that  any  information  you  include  on  this  form  is  part  of  the  public 
record;  (2)  section  for  the  property  owner  and  nominator  and  signature  from  the  property 
owner  or  authorized  nominator  supporting  the  nomination  and  if  private  property,  the 
property  owner  gives  permission  to  City  staff  to  evaluate  the  tree;  (3)  checkboxes 
indicating  authorized  nominators. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  on  the  first  page,  the  line  under  "Who  can  nominate 
a  landmark  tree?"  should  include  a  sentence  that  says,  "An  authorized  nominator  is  or 
includes  the  following."  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  checkboxes  be  included  before 
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the  line  that  reads,  "Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a 
landmark  tree."  Member  Cohen  suggested  that  a  cover  letter  be  produced  explaining  the 
accompanying  forms.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  there  is  an  existing  form  that  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection  produced  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
Planning  Department  and  Department  of  Public  Works  entitled  "What  you  Should  Know 
about  Protected  Trees  in  San  Francisco"  and  explains  the  different  agencies  roles  and 
the  different  forms  to  fill  out.  It  is  available  online  at  DBI's  website.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  it  be  modified  and  made  available  with  the  Nomination  Form. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  form  can  be  filled  out  online  and  if  a  digital  photograph 
could  be  sent  online.  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  the  Department  has  a  landmark  tree  website 
that  hasn't  officially  been  launched  yet. 

Member  Costello  suggested  that  the  Council  or  Landmark  Tree  Committee  consider  a 
recommendation  form  to  present  to  the  Council. 

Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  Council  not  be  required  to  review  amendments 
to  forms  in  the  future  if  changes  are  insignificant. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Cohen  amendments  to  the 
Nomination  Form  were  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and 
Habert) 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Tree  Species  List.  The  Council  considered  and  voted  on 
approving  the  Tree  Species  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
(Explanatory  Document:  Street  Tree  Species  List  (Excel) 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmen1/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltern6SFstreettreespecies2006  xls 

and  Resolution  Adopting  the  Street  Tree  Species  List) 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  Paul  Sacamano 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  correct  agenda  title  should  read  "Street  Tree  Species 
List"  and  advised  that  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  had  reviewed  the  List  at  their 
meetings  with  substantial  input  from  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  (FUF),  Ms.  Ellyn  Shea. 
Member  Quirke,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma,  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  staff. 
Ms.  Carla  Short,  and  from  public  comment.  Member  Sacamano  explained  the 
differences  between  the  A,  B,  and  C  lists.  The  A  list  is  for  species  that  perform  well  in 
many  San  Francisco  locations;  the  B  list  is  for  species  that  perform  well  in  certain 
locations  with  certain  circumstances,  and  the  C  list  is  for  species  that  need  further 
evaluation.  It  was  stated  that  this  is  not  a  static  listing  and  would  be  continuously 
updated.  This  is  a  first  step  for  the  two  primary  organizations  that  provide  reference 
information,  FUF  and  DPW  to  agree  on  a  list. 

It  was  explained  that  anyone  that  plants  a  street  tree  would  have  to  obtain  a  street-tree 
planting  permit;  a  site  review  would  be  performed  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  planting  would  be  done  by  FUF  and  the  right  tree  would  be 
planted. 
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Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  stated  that  she  is  interested  in  opportunities  for  tree  planting 
as  it  relates  to  flood  mitigation  and  storm  water  retention  and  management  and 
recommended  including  the  origin  of  the  tree,  whether  it  is  drought  tolerant  or  riparian, 
and  for  more  native  species  to  be  listed  and  investigated.  The  Council  has  an 
opportunity  to  use  trees  not  only  for  shade  and  beauty  but  for  other  things  functionally  in 
the  urban  environment.  It  was  also  recommended  to  look  at  plant  communities  for 
recommending  under-story  for  street  trees. 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  subject  list  is  Phase  1  of  the  project  and  does  not 
include  all  characteristics.  It  was  indicated  that  Phase  2  could  be  to  develop  outreach 
materials  which  would  include  Member  Sherk's  recommendations. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  most  people  like  trees  that  would  attract  birds  and  suggested 
listing  what  the  trees'  best  attributes  are  in  an  urban  setting.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  against  adding  comments  about  a  tree  being  drought  tolerant  as  people 
may  think  they  don't  have  to  water  the  tree  and  it  may  add  to  confusion.  It  was  stated 
that  it  would  be  desirable  in  the  future  to  see  the  use  of  street  trees  in  conjunction  with 
the  landscape  permit,  but  would  be  outside  the  scope  of  this  list  right  now. 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  stated  her  concern  that  the  same  kinds  of  trees  are  always 
planted  because  they  are  on  the  list.  It  was  recommended  that  there  be  some  way  to 
allow  for  other  trees  to  be  more  prominent  and  felt  that  the  list  is  incomplete.  It  was 
recommended  that  drought  tolerant  trees  be  added  with  a  comment  added  to  the  top  of 
the  list  stating  that  all  trees  have  to  be  watered  whether  they  are  drought  tolerant  or 
riparian  and  definitions  be  given  so  people  could  be  educated  about  the  tree. 

Member  Blair  asked  how  many  of  the  recommended  species  will  become  of  landmark 
quality.  It  was  recommended  that  additional  comments  be  added  educating  the  public 
about  the  tree,  e.g.  how  large  the  tree  will  get,  water  requirements.  Member  Blair 
requested  that  locations  where  large  trees  can  be  planted  be  added  to  the  list  to  increase 
size  diversity.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  there  are  a  number  of  trees  on  the  list  that  can 
get  large  but  will  not  get  large  in  a  four-foot  basin,  so  there  are  other  factors  involved. 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  asked  if  the  Council  could  do  something  to  increase  the  four- 
foot  basin  size.  Member  Sacamano  stated  that  requirement  was  set  by  several  City 
agencies  to  address  specific  guidelines,  e.g.  ADA  requirements.  This  item  may  be 
discussed  at  a  future  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  approving  the  list  and  explained  that  the  list  can  be  amended 
and  worked  on  in  the  future. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Mark  Major  spoke  in  support  of  including  the  origin  of  the  tree  in 
the  updated  street  tree  list.  Including  the  origin  of  the  tree  species  in  the  spreadsheet 
will  allow  novices  in  horticulture  to  begin  thinking  about  natives  vs.  non-native  species. 
Also,  it  is  an  easy  way  to  spark  dialogue  about  natives  in  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Major 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

December  8,  2006  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  9 


stated  that  we  should  be  exploring  "plant  communities,"  i.e.  planting  under  story  species 
such  as  succulents,  lavender,  etc.  The  Public  Works  Department  should  be  exploring 
this  option  in  the  greening  of  our  city. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  Street  Tree  List  was 
adopted  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert.) 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy.  The  Council 
discussed  and  voted  on  adopting  the  Sample  Attendance  Policy  issued  by  the  Mayor  on 
October  30,  2006  (Explanatory  Documents:  Mayor's  Attendance  Policy  October  30, 
2006  Final  as  adopted  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/AttendancePolicyMavor(1)  pdf 

Board  of  Supervisors  Letter  Attendance  Policy  as  adopted  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.prq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/AttendancePolicvBOS  pdf: 

PRESENTER:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Ms.  Fish,  Council  Secretary  explained  that  the  Council  at  the  September  22,  2006 
meeting  adopted  an  attendance  policy  that  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
since  that  time  the  City  Attorney's  Office  issued  a  recommended  attendance  template 
that  is  before  the  Council  for  adoption.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Policy  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  on  November  1,  2006  is  the  Council's  Bylaws  attendance  policy 
and  states  that  annual  reporting  would  be  part  of  the  Annual  Report.  This  Policy  states 
the  number  of  absences  that  are  not  acceptable  and  calls  for  annual  attendance 
reporting  to  the  appointing  authority  to  be  completed  at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  attendance  tracking  would  start  with  the 
meeting  after  the  Policy  has  been  adopted. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  Cover  Letters  and 
Attendance  Policy  were  adopted  with  a  correction  to  correct  Section  6,  Absence  from  the 
State  to  include  the  full  text  as  written  in  the  Council's  Bylaws.  The  Motion  was 
approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert) 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment  -  The  Council 
voted  on  changing  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  to  the 
first  Tuesday  at  12:00  noon  bi-monthly  (Explanatory  Document:  Bylaws  Amendment 
Notice  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q06/ltem8BylawsChanqeNoticeFinalPost 

doc  and  Approved  Resolution  R-2006-12-UFC  and  120806  Bylaws  (PDF)) 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res01 1-06- 
UFCAmendBylawsFundinqCmteSchedule  pdf. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  was  changed  in  order  to 
accommodate  all  members'  attendance  at  meetings. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Nervo.  the  Bylaws  were 
amended  to  change  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  to  the 
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first  Tuesday  at  12:00  noon  bi-monthly.  The  Motion  was  approved  with  no  objection. 
(Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert) 

9.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Review  of  Landmark  Building  Incentives  and  How  it  May 
Apply  to  Landmark  Tree  Incentives  (Explanatory  Document  Distributed  in  Council 
Meeting:  Preservation  Incentives  and  the  Mills  Act  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/ltem1  OPreservationlncentives.pdf) 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  AnMarie  Rodgers 

Member  Rodgers  distributed  explanatory  documents  in  the  Council  meeting.  This  item 
was  continued  to  the  January  26,  2007  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Landmark  Tree  Incentives  Report.  The  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst  produced  a  report  on  incentives  to  encourage  nomination  and 
designation  of  landmark  trees  (Explanatory  Document:  Legislative  Analyst  Report  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item9OLAincentivesforlandmarktrees 

JDdf.) 

SPONSOR:  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 
PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  urged  the  Council  to  read  the  Legislative  Analyst  Report  as  a 
basis  for  discussion  at  the  next  Council  meeting  and  requested  that  this  item  be  heard 
together  with  Item  9,  the  Legislative  Analyst  Report  on  incentives.  This  item  was 
continued  to  the  January  26,  2007  meeting. 

1 1 .  DISCUSSION:  Explanation  of  the  process  once  a  Board  of  Supervisor  submits  a 
resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  the  nomination  of  a  tree  for  landmark  status  and  it  is 
assigned  to  committee  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors'  Rules  of  Order 
Rules  5.31,  5.32,  and  5.37  (PDF) 

http://web1  sfqov  orq/site/'uploadedfiies/sferivirorirnenuVneetinqs/ufc/suppOfiinq/7006/item1 1  BOSRuies.PDF). 

SPONSOR:  Member  Carolyn  Blair 
PRESENTER:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  Member  Blair  had  requested  an  explanation 
of  the  process  of  a  Supervisor  submitting  to  the  Board  a  Resolution  of  Intent  initiating  the 
nomination  of  a  tree  for  landmark  status.  It  was  stated  that  the  Tree  Ordinance  does  not 
specifically  address  this  particular  issue  and  is  governed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
Rules  of  Order. 

For  example,  Supervisor  Dufty's  Resolution  of  Intent  to  initiate  the  nomination  of  a  live 
oak  tree  on  23rd  Street  on  October  31st.  When  does  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  have 
jurisdiction  over  the  tree?  The  Resolution  was  assigned  to  the  Neighborhood  Services 
Committee.  Once  the  Resolution  was  put  forth  to  the  Committee,  Rule  5.31  states  that 
the  Committee  has  jurisdiction  for  consideration  for  30  days  after  submittal.  After  that, 
four  or  more  Supervisors  may  at  a  subsequent  Board  meeting  call  the  measure  to  be 
presented  at  their  next  meeting.  Or  under  Rule  5.32,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  call 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

December  8,  2006  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  1 1 


a  measure  from  Committee  so  the  Board  by  a  majority  rule  may  order  by  written  motion 
that  a  measure,  which  has  been  referred  to  Committee,  may  be  returned  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  its  next  meeting.  Potentially,  this  may  take  up  to  six  months  because 
under  Rule  5.37  if  a  measure  referred  to  Committee  has  not  been  heard  for  five 
consecutive  months,  then  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  note  on  the  pending  list  that 
unless  it  is  not  heard  by  the  following  month,  it  is  deemed  inactive  and  filed  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board.  The  Supervisor'  Resolution  of  Intent  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark 
status  once  approved  by  the  full  Board  would  be  sent  to  the  Mayor's  Office  for  signature. 
The  Mayor  has  ten  days  to  take  action  and  if  approved,  the  Resolution  is  then  sent  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  for  action. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  the  Resolution  of  Intent  starts  by  a  Supervisor  introducing  it  to  the 
Board  or  Committee.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  it  could  be  introduced  at 
Board  or  Committee.  Member  Blair  expressed  her  concern  with  the  status  of  Supervisor 
Ammiano's  landmarking  of  the  25th  Street  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  Supervisor 
Ammiano  introduced  the  tree  nomination  at  one  of  the  Board's  legislative  meetings  and 
then  it  came  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  acted  on  the  nomination  and  is 
now  waiting  until  the  Land  Use  Committee  considers  it  and  then  it  would  go  to  the  full 
Board. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  there  is  a  timeframe  from  when  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  sends 
the  approval  of  a  tree  nomination  to  the  Supervisor's  office  and  the  time  from  when  a 
Supervisor  introduces  the  nomination  for  approval.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated 
that  the  Ordinance  does  not  address  this  issue  and  would  research  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Rules. 

Member  Marks  pointed  out  that  the  Nomination  Form  states  that  an  authorized 
nominator  is  a  Supervisor  when  in  fact  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  a  whole  has  to 
approve  whether  the  Council  will  consider  a  tree  for  landmark  status.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  the  person  filling  out  the  nomination  form  is  the  Supervisor 
sponsoring  the  nomination. 

Vice  Chair  Quirke  explained  that  an  individual  Board  of  Supervisors  member  can 
nominate  a  tree  and  the  full  Board  has  to  approve  the  landmark  status  of  the  tree,  not 
the  nomination  of  the  tree. 

12.  INFORMATION:  Staff  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  provided  updates  on  UFC 
administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding,  planning,  research, 
outreach,  and  related  activities. 

Ms.  Ma  stated  that  a  lot  of  her  time  has  been  spent  on  landmark  tree  nomination  work 
and  Ms.  Dhillon's  small  claims  issue.  In  addition,  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  she  is  working  on 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Fiscal  Year  Budget  for  2007-2008  and  possible  grant 
opportunities  to  support  the  Council's  activities  to  help  implement  the  Urban  Forest  Plan 
priorities.  It  was  stated  that  Member  Costello  would  be  holding  a  tree-pruning  workshop 
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on  December  13.  Member  Marks  recommended  press  coverage  of  the  Pruning 
Workshop. 

13.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  2,  2007  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  is  an  opportunity  being  explored  for  a  $500,000 
grant  proposal  and  recommended  adding  in  landmark  tree  incentives  into  a  grant 
proposal  as  one  of  the  Council's  activities.  It  was  stated  that  the  City 
Administrator's  Office  would  be  discussing  trees,  capital  improvements,  and  the 
budget  at  the  January  meeting. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  18,  2007  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Chair  Sacamano  was  not  present  to  give  a  report. 
Member  Costello  stated  that  the  discussion  at  the  November  meeting  was  about 
the  Tree  Species  List. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  for  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  December  12,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be  discussing  trees 
spanning  property  lines  at  a  future  meeting,  and  that  the  Committee  felt  that 
disputes  over  construction  development  activities  should  not  be  part  of  the 
landmark  tree  hearings.  A  discussion  was  held  about  the  small  claims  issue  and 
Sunshine  Ordinance  public  information  guidelines. 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  DPW  has  submitted  a  landmark  tree  nomination  at  2026 
Rosemont  Place. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Committee  would  like  to  create  a  plan  for  public 
outreach  to  present  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

14.  CHASR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
There  were  no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 
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15.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

Ms.  Fish  read  a  statement  by  Member  Rodgers  requesting  that  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  send  an  informational  letter  to  the  Planning  Commission  requesting  that  property 
owners  submit  tree  protection  plans  with  their  building  applications  for  future  cases. 

16.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS.  (1)  Public  Outreach  Plan  (Member  Blair)— It  was  requested 
that  the  Council  send  out  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  all  City  departments,  and 
schools  asking  them  to  consider  nominating  their  best  landmark  quality  tree.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  discuss  a  plan  for  the  Council's  approval.  (2)  Tree 
Protection  Plan  (Rodgers) 

17.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

18.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  12:30  p.m. 

The  next  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  January  26,  2007, 
10:00  a.m.,  Room  400,  City  Hall. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Adopted: 
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1.  CALL  TO  ORDER  and  ROLL  CALL.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:10  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Nervo,  Marks  (10:15 
a.m.),  Miller,  Quirke,  Sherk,  Rogers,  Sacamano  (10:15  a.m.),  and  Sustarich.  Absent: 
Member  Habert;  Excused:  Member  Boss. 

2.  ACTION:  Adoption  of  minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Blair  the  Meeting 
Minutes  were  adopted  with  an  amendment  to  change  Ms.  Ora  Sherk  to  Ms.  Sherk  or  Ms 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  throughout  the  text  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and 
Habert)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  October  24,  2006  Regular 

Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page  asp?id=51 109.)) 

3.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  heard  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  recommendation  for  a  tree  nominated  for  landmark  tree  status  at  the 
following  address: 

•    Coastal  Redwood  (Sequoia  sempervirens),  455  Chenery  Street 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion,  the  Council  voted  on  whether  to  approve,  reject,  or 
not  take  action  on  the  nomination  and  adopted  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  (if 
required)  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Summary  (Word) 

http://web1  sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem3LMTreeReport1 1 1406  doc 

and  Evaluations:  Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  Evaluation  Forms  455  chenerv.  Chair  Boss  Evaluation 


http://web1  .sfgov.org/site/upload8dfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarMree/supportinq/20C6/MBoss£valuationForm 


(PDF) 


_pdf.) 
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Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form,  pictures,  explanatory  documents  (PDF)  455  chenerv 
Nomination.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist's  Pictures 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2Q06/GraceMaPhotos.pdf, 

Ms.  Dhillon's  Statement  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/MsDhillonStatement1 1 

i406Mtq  pdf;  Arborist's  Report  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/ArboristStatement.pdf. 

Opposition  to  Nomination  Explanatory  Documents:  Opposition  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem3LTROppositionto455ChenervLa 

ndmarkdi -30-06). pdf.  (PDF)  455  Chenerv  Opposition.  Presentation  to  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  111406: 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/OppositionPresentatio 
n461  Chenerv  pdf 

Planning  Commission  Action  461  Chenery  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2006/461CheneryPlanninqC 
ommission.doc  and  Assessors  Maps  (PDF)  Assessors  Maps  455  and  461  Chenerv. 

PRESENTER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair's  (Member  Boss)  summary 
report  on  the  Committee  action  at  the  November  14,  2006  meeting.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Committee  after  testimony  from  interested  parties,  including  the  property  owner  and 
adjacent  neighbor  and  discussion  of  the  tree,  species,  size,  health,  and  criteria  for 
landmarking,  voted  against  recommending  the  tree  for  landmark  status  by  a  vote  of  3-2. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Daniel  Frattin  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Doug  Gillies,  adjacent  property 
owner  at  461  Chenery  Street,  asked  that  the  Council  follow  the  Committee's 
recommendation  and  reject  the  landmark  tree  nomination.  It  was  stated  that  parts  of  the 
tree  are  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property.  Mr.  Frattin  indicated  that  the  construction  that  Ms. 
Dhillon's  correspondence  references,  states  that  the  proposed  construction  at  461 
Chenery  Street  would  destroy  the  tree  is  entirely  different  that  the  actual  project.  It  was 
stated  that  Mr.  Bryant,  Arborist,  has  advised  that  if  special  techniques  are  used  during 
construction  of  the  foundation,  that  the  tree  should  be  fine  during  and  after  construction. 

Mr.  Frattin  stated  that  the  nomination  is  not  properly  before  the  Council  as  parts  of  the 
tree  are  on  Mr.  Gillies'  property,  and  he  has  recognized  property  interests  under 
California  law.  The  Ordinance's  nomination  procedures  were  set  up  so  that  only  private 
property  owners  could  nominate  trees  that  were  located  on  their  own  property  and  does 
not  directly  address  the  situation  Of  multiple  affected  owners.  Mr.  Frattin  stated  that  the 
intent  of  the  Ordinance  is  to  protect  private  property  owners  and  suggests  that  all 
affected  owners  sign  on  to  the  nomination.  Mr.  Frattin  discussed  the  intent  of  creating  a 
parallel  process  between  the  Planning  Code's  provisions  for  nominating  landmark 
buildings  and  the  process  for  landmarking  of  trees  that  requires  that  all  property  owners 
have  to  sign  on  to  a  nomination. 
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Public  Comment:  Mr.  John  Bryant,  Certified  Registered  Arborist,  stated  that  the  tree 
does  not  deserve  to  be  landmarked  because  it  is  not  a  rare  or  endangered  species,  does 
not  have  the  grandeur,  form,  or  majesty  that  could  be  attributed  to  a  coastal  redwood, 
and  has  not  been  maintained  properly  for  a  number  of  years.  It  was  stated  that  the  tree 
is  unsuitable  for  a  backyard  garden  and  has  destroyed  the  neighbor's  fence  and 
impeded  use  of  his  garden  and  lower  property  door.  Mr.  Bryant  indicated  that  if  the 
correct  architectural  formula  were  to  be  followed,  the  tree  would  not  be  irreparably 
damaged  by  the  construction. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Maya  Dhillon,  property  owner  of  the  nominated  tree,  discussed 
her  dissatisfaction  with  the  Planning  Commission's  discretionary  review  process  and 
their  determination  that  the  subject  tree  straddles  multiple  property  lines  as  well  as  the 
Zoning  Administrator's  granting  of  a  variance  to  the  adjacent  property  owner.  It  was 
stated  that  a  soil  report  should  have  been  required  and  Ms.  Dhillon  introduced  a 
neighbor's  soil  report.  Ms.  Dhillon  discussed  the  cultural  significance  and  merits  of  the 
subject  tree  and  opposed  Mr.  Bryant's  report  on  the  health  of  the  tree.  An  explanatory 
document  was  distributed  to  the  Council  Members. 

Member  Marks  questioned  Mr.  Frattin's  statement  that  if  a  branch  extends  to  another 
property  that  it  would  represent  an  ownership  interest  and  did  not  feel  this  was  correct. 
Member  Marks  stated  that  he  believed  it  would  give  the  property  owner  a  right  to  do  what 
he  feels  is  right  with  the  branch.  A  request  was  made  for  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  to 
present  a  written  opinion  clarifying  this  issue  in  order  to  avoid  future  nomination 
problems. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  a  branch  extending  to  another  property  line 
does  not  signify  dual  ownership  of  the  tree  and  that  Mr.  Frattin's  discussion  contained  an 
interpretation  of  what  he  felt  the  Ordinance  should  be. 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  schedule  an  agenda  item  to  hear  a  report  to 
discuss  trees  spanning  multiple  property  lines  and  the  Ordinance's  homeowner 
protection  intent. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  about  a  possible  Ordinance  amendment  that  indicates  that  all 
affected  property  owners  must  sign  on  to  the  nomination  and  requested  clarity.  It  was 
stated  that  the  Ordinance  criteria  has  to  be  applied  differently  in  San  Francisco  than  in 
other  jurisdictions  because  1%  of  the  trees  are  less  than  12  inches  and  we  live  in  an 
environment  that  is  not  a  forested  City  in  its  ecological  origin.  Member  Cohen  requested 
that  a  set  of  specifications  for  the  protection  of  the  tree  during  development  be  part  of  the 
criteria  for  moving  forward  with  the  project  from  the  Planning  Department  and  be  part  of 
the  contract  with  the  project  contractor. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  clarified  that  the  Ordinance  states,  The  property  owner 
whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  may  nominate  a  tree."  Mr.  Frattin  clarified  that 
the  Ordinance  as  written  is  unclear  and  that  based  on  the  legislative  history  and  the 
intent  behind  it  as  well  as  its  comparison  to  other  similar  procedures  in  the  Planning 
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Code,  it  should  be  interpreted  as  requiring  all  of  the  affected  property  owners  to  sign  on. 
Member  Cohen  asked  if  this  issue  has  to  be  clarified  or  contested  in  court  for  a  definition. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  the  Council  request  further  clarity  from  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  decide  as  a  Council  how  to  interpret  the  Ordinance  in  order  to 
implement  nominations. 

Member  Blair  asked  for  a  legal  definition  of  tree  ownership  and  referenced  a  book 
Neighbor  Law  that  states  that  the  owner  of  the  tree  is  determined  by  the  location  of  the 
majority  of  the  trunk. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  based  on  recent  case  law,  the  trunk  that  sits 
fully  on  a  yard  or  property  signifies  the  owner  of  the  tree.  If  the  trunk  is  between  two 
property  lines,  they  are  co-owners.  If  the  branches  go  on  to  the  other  side,  you  are 
allowed  to  cut  them.  You  can't  be  negligent  or  else  the  property  owner  has  a  right  for  a 
cause  of  action  against  you. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  the  Council  should  decide  how  to  interpret  this  issue  and 
the  Board  redefining  the  Ordinance  can  be  a  future  action.  It  was  recommended  that  the 
Council  decide  that  if  a  trunk  of  a  tree  is  wholly  on  a  person's  yard,  then  the  application 
would  be  considered  for  landmark  status.  Member  Rodgers  asked  Mr.  Frattin  and  Mr. 
Gillies  if  techniques  would  be  employed  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  tree.  Mr.  Frattin 
stated  that  was  his  understanding. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Doug  Gillies,  property  owner,  indicated  that  he  consulted  with  Mr. 
Ted  Kipping,  Arborist  who  had  a  number  of  suggestions  on  how  to  secure  the  tree,  with 
Mr.  John  Bryant,  Arborist,  and  the  structural  engineer  firm  to  design  a  foundation  to 
minimize  damage  to  the  tree.  Mr.  Gillies  stated  that  he  would  be  following  the  Planning 
Commission's  recommendations  and  felt  there  would  be  minor  damage  to  the  tree.  Mr. 
Gillies  stated  that  he  considers  himself  to  be  a  co-owner  of  the  tree  because  part  of  the 
trunk,  roots,  and  property  are  on  his  property. 

Member  Miller  stated  that  the  issue  of  whose  property  the  tree  is  on  is  not  relevant  to  the 
argument  of  whether  the  Council  should  landmark  the  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the 
discussion  was  about  the  proper  nomination  of  the  tree  if  the  roots  span  multiple  property 
lines. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  tree  is  landmarked,  then  what  would  be  required  of  Mr. 
Gillies  or  anyone  else  in  terms  of  the  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  permit  would  have  to 
be  issued  for  removal.  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  a  tree  protection  plan  would  have  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Planning  Department  if  you  are  doing  construction  that  might  impact 
the  tree.  The  Building  Department  during  inspection  would  ensure  that  the  tree 
protection  is  in  place  and  the  construction  is  proceeding  in  a  way  that  the  Arborist 
certified  would  not  result  in  the  destruction  of  the  tree. 
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Member  Costello  asked  that  the  focus  be  changed  to  discuss  whether  this  is  a 
landmarkable  tree  instead  of  discussing  process  issues  or  protections  in  place  for  a  tree 
that  may  not  be  in  the  Council's  purview. 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  legislation  should  be  used  to  specifically  protect 
landmark  trees,  not  just  any  tree  and  agreed  that  the  Council  should  focus  on  the  quality 
of  this  specific  tree. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  the  property  owner  to  voluntarily  submit  a  revision  to  their 
submittal  to  the  Planning  Department  and  Department  of  Building  Inspection  with  a 
certified  arborist's  recommendations  on  construction  methods  to  avoid  destruction  to  the 
tree.  Mr.  Frattin  confirmed  that  good  faith  efforts  would  be  made  to  retain  the  tree  during 
the  construction  project. 

Member  Griswold  stated  that  he  is  satisfied  that  there  would  be  a  good  faith  effort  to 
retain  the  tree  and  reminded  the  Council  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  voted  to 
oppose  landmarking  of  the  tree. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Council  should  do  everything  they  can  to  protect  redwood 
trees  in  San  Francisco  and  urged  the  Council  to  landmark  this  tree  for  its  protection  and 
safety. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Council  voted  to 
accept  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee's  Report  to  not  landmark  the  tree  at  455  Chenery 
Street. 

Vote:  AYES  (10-3)  ABSENT:  2 

AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Costello,  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  Quirke,  Rodgers, 
Sacamano,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  and  Miller 

ABSENT:  Members  Boss  and  Habert 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  if  the  Council  votes  to  not  approve  landmark 
status  that  a  Resolution  would  not  be  required  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Member  Cohen  inquired  about  the  protocol  for  informing  property  owners  if  their 
landmark  tree  nomination  has  been  rejected.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  indicated 
that  the  property  owner  would  receive  a  rejection  letter. 

4.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Nomination,  Hearing,  and  Paperwork  Instructions.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  discussed  approval  of  written  instructions  to  advise  the  public 
about  the  nomination,  hearing,  and  paperwork  requirements.  (Explanatory  Documents: 
No  Action  (Word) 
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http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4noactionletter.do  Support 

(Word), 

http://web1  sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4support%20letter.doc. 

Rejection  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4reiection%20letter.doc. 

Notification  to  Property  Owner  Letters  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4notificationtopropertvowner.doc 

and  Release  to  Enter  Property  Form  (Word) 

http://web1  sfqov  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item4releasetoevaluateprivate%20tr 
ee.doc.) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  described  the  nomination,  hearing,  and  paperwork 
instructions  that  she  created  that  includes  the  Council's  support  of  landmark  nomination, 
rejection  of  landmark  nomination,  no  action,  notification  to  property  owner  of  landmark 
nomination  and  release  to  enter  property  letters  and  forms. 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  nomination, 
hearing,  and  paperwork  instructions  were  approved  with  an  amendment  to:  No  Action 
Letter-remove  in  the  second  paragraph,  first  and  second  lines  (without  recommendation). 

Vote:  (AYES:  12)  (Absent:  3) 

AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Member  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Nervo,  Marks,  Miller, 
Quirke,  Sherk,  Sacamano,  and  Sustarich 

NOES:  None 

ABSENT:  Members  Boss,  Habert,  and  Rodgers 

5.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  Amendments.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  considered  and  approved  amendments  to  the  landmark  tree 
nomination  form  (Explanatory  Document:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form  (Word) 

http://web1  sfqov.  orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/ltem5LandmarkNomFormNov06doc 

) 

PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  discussed  amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Nomination 
Form  (1)  disclaimer  that  any  information  you  include  on  this  form  is  part  of  the  public 
record;  (2)  section  for  the  property  owner  and  nominator  and  signature  from  the  property 
owner  or  authorized  nominator  supporting  the  nomination  and  if  private  property,  the 
property  owner  gives  permission  to  City  staff  to  evaluate  the  tree;  (3)  checkboxes 
indicating  authorized  nominators. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  on  the  first  page,  the  line  under  "Who  can  nominate 
a  landmark  tree?"  should  include  a  sentence  that  says,  "An  authorized  nominator  is  or 
includes  the  following."  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  checkboxes  be  included  before 
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the  line  that  reads,  "Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a 
landmark  tree."  Member  Cohen  suggested  that  a  cover  letter  be  produced  explaining  the 
accompanying  forms!  Member  Rodgers  stated  that  there  is  an  existing  form  that  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection  produced  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
Planning  Department  and  Department  of  Public  Works  entitled  "What  you  Should  Know 
about  Protected  Trees  in  San  Francisco"  and  explains  the  different  agencies  roles  and 
the  different  forms  to  fill  out.  It  is  available  online  at  DBI's  website.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  it  be  modified  and  made  available  with  the  Nomination  Form. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  form  can  be  filled  out  online  and  if  a  digital  photograph 
could  be  sent  online.  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  the  Department  has  a  landmark  tree  website 
that  hasn't  officially  been  launched  yet. 

Member  Costello  suggested  that  the  Council  or  Landmark  Tree  Committee  consider  a 
recommendation  form  to  present  to  the  Council. 

Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  Council  not  be  required  to  review  amendments 
to  forms  in  the  future  if  changes  are  insignificant. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Cohen  amendments  to  the 
Nomination  Form  were  approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and 
Habert) 

6.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Tree  Species  List.  The  Council  considered  and  voted  on 
approving  the  Tree  Species  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
(Explanatory  Document:  Street  Tree  Species  List  (Excel) 

http://web1  ■sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q0S/ltern6SFstreeHreespecies2006  xls 

and  Resolution  Adopting  the  Street  Tree  Species  List) 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  Paul  Sacamano 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  correct  agenda  title  should  read  "Street  Tree  Species 
List"  and  advised  that  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  had  reviewed  the  List  at  their 
meetings  with  substantial  input  from  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  (FUF),  Ms.  Ellyn  Shea 
Member  Quirke,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma,  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  staff, 
Ms.  Carla  Short,  and  from  public  comment.  Member  Sacamano  explained  the 
differences  between  the  A,  B,  and  C  lists.  The  A  list  is  for  species  that  perform  well  in 
many  San  Francisco  locations;  the  B  list  is  for  species  that  perform  well  in  certain 
locations  with  certain  circumstances,  and  the  C  list  is  for  species  that  need  further 
evaluation.  It  was  stated  that  this  is  not  a  static  listing  and  would  be  continuously 
updated.  This  is  a  first  step  for  the  two  primary  organizations  that  provide  reference 
information,  FUF  and  DPW  to  agree  on  a  list. 

It  was  explained  that  anyone  that  plants  a  street  tree  would  have  to  obtain  a  street-tree 
planting  permit;  a  site  review  would  be  performed  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  planting  would  be  done  by  FUF  and  the  right  tree  would  be 
planted. 
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Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  stated  that  she  is  interested  in  opportunities  for  tree  planting 
as  it  relates  to  flood  mitigation  and  storm  water  retention  and  management  and 
recommended  including  the  origin  of  the  tree,  whether  it  is  drought  tolerant  or  riparian, 
and  for  more  native  species  to  be  listed  and  investigated.  The  Council  has  an 
opportunity  to  use  trees  not  only  for  shade  and  beauty  but  for  other  things  functionally  in 
the  urban  environment.  It  was  also  recommended  to  look  at  plant  communities  for 
recommending  under-story  for  street  trees. 

Member  Sacamano  stated  that  the  subject  list  is  Phase  1  of  the  project  and  does  not 
include  all  characteristics.  It  was  indicated  that  Phase  2  could  be  to  develop  outreach 
materials  which  would  include  Member  Sherk's  recommendations. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  most  people  like  trees  that  would  attract  birds  and  suggested 
listing  what  the  trees'  best  attributes  are  in  an  urban  setting.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  against  adding  comments  about  a  tree  being  drought  tolerant  as  people 
may  think  they  don't  have  to  water  the  tree  and  it  may  add  to  confusion.  It  was  stated 
that  it  would  be  desirable  in  the  future  to  see  the  use  of  street  trees  in  conjunction  with 
the  landscape  permit,  but  would  be  outside  the  scope  of  this  list  right  now. 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  stated  her  concern  that  the  same  kinds  of  trees  are  always 
planted  because  they  are  on  the  list.  It  was  recommended  that  there  be  some  way  to 
allow  for  other  trees  to  be  more  prominent  and  felt  that  the  list  is  incomplete.  It  was 
recommended  that  drought  tolerant  trees  be  added  with  a  comment  added  to  the  top  of 
the  list  stating  that  all  trees  have  to  be  watered  whether  they  are  drought  tolerant  or 
riparian  and  definitions  be  given  so  people  could  be  educated  about  the  tree. 

Member  Blair  asked  how  many  of  the  recommended  species  will  become  of  landmark 
quality.  It  was  recommended  that  additional  comments  be  added  educating  the  public 
about  the  tree,  e.g.  how  large  the  tree  will  get,  water  requirements.  Member  Blair 
requested  that  locations  where  large  trees  can  be  planted  be  added  to  the  list  to  increase 
size  diversity.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  there  are  a  number  of  trees  on  the  list  that  can 
get  large  but  will  not  get  large  in  a  four-foot  basin,  so  there  are  other  factors  involved. 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  asked  if  the  Council  could  do  something  to  increase  the  four- 
foot  basin  size.  Member  Sacamano  stated  that  requirement  was  set  by  several  City 
agencies  to  address  specific  guidelines,  e.g.  ADA  requirements.  This  item  may  be 
discussed  at  a  future  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  approving  the  list  and  explained  that  the  list  can  be  amended 
and  worked  on  in  the  future. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Mark  Major  spoke  in  support  of  including  the  origin  of  the  tree  in 
the  updated  street  tree  list.  Including  the  origin  of  the  tree  species  in  the  spreadsheet 
will  allow  novices  in  horticulture  to  begin  thinking  about  natives  vs.  non-native  species. 
Also,  it  is  an  easy  way  to  spark  dialogue  about  natives  in  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Major 
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stated  that  we  should  be  exploring  "plant  communities,"  i.e.  planting  under  story  species 
such  as  succulents,  lavender,  etc.  The  Public  Works  Department  should  be  exploring 
this  option  in  the  greening  of  our  city. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  Street  Tree  List  was 
adopted  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert.) 

7.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy.  The  Council 
discussed  and  voted  on  adopting  the  Sample  Attendance  Policy  issued  by  the  Mayor  on 
October  30,  2006  (Explanatory  Documents:  Mayor's  Attendance  Policy  October  30, 
2006  Final  as  adopted  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/AttendancePolicyMavor(  1 )  pdf 

Board  of  Supervisors  Letter  Attendance  Policy  as  adopted  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/AttendancePolicvBOS  pdf: 

PRESENTER:  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Ms.  Fish,  Council  Secretary  explained  that  the  Council  at  the  September  22,  2006 
meeting  adopted  an  attendance  policy  that  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
since  that  time  the  City  Attorney's  Office  issued  a  recommended  attendance  template 
that  is  before  the  Council  for  adoption.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Policy  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  on  November  1 ,  2006  is  the  Council's  Bylaws  attendance  policy 
and  states  that  annual  reporting  would  be  part  of  the  Annual  Report.  This  Policy  states 
the  number  of  absences  that  are  not  acceptable  and  calls  for  annual  attendance 
reporting  to  the  appointing  authority  to  be  completed  at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  attendance  tracking  would  start  with  the 
meeting  after  the  Policy  has  been  adopted. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  the  Cover  Letters  and 
Attendance  Policy  were  adopted  with  a  correction  to  correct  Section  6,  Absence  from  the 
State  to  include  the  full  text  as  written  in  the  Council's  Bylaws.  The  Motion  was 
approved  with  no  objection.  (Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert) 

8.  DISCUSSION  and  ACTION:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment  -  The  Council 
voted  on  changing  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  to  the 
first  Tuesday  at  12:00  noon  bi-monthly  (Explanatory  Document:  Bylaws  Amendment 
Notice  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment'm 

doc  and  Approved  Resolution  R-2006-12-UFC  and  120806  Bylaws  (PDF)) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/Res01 1  -06- 
UFCAmendBylawsFundinqCmteSchedule.pdf. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  was  changed  in  order  to 
accommodate  all  members'  attendance  at  meetings. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Costello  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  the  Bylaws  were 
amended  to  change  the  Funding  Committee  meeting  date  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  to  the 
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first  Tuesday  at  12:00  noon  bi-monthly.  The  Motion  was  approved  with  no  objection. 
(Absent:  Members  Boss  and  Habert) 

9.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Review  of  Landmark  Building  Incentives  and  How  it  May 
Apply  to  Landmark  Tree  Incentives  (Explanatory  Document  Distributed  in  Council 
Meeting:  Preservation  Incentives  and  the  Mills  Act  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/suppoi1inq/2006/ltem1QPreservationlncentives.pdf) 

SPONSOR  and  PRESENTER:  Council  Member  AnMarie  Rodgers 

Member  Rodgers  distributed  explanatory  documents  in  the  Council  meeting.  This  item 
was  continued  to  the  January  26,  2007  meeting. 

10.  INFORMATIONAL  REPORT:  Landmark  Tree  Incentives  Report.  The  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Analyst  produced  a  report  on  incentives  to  encourage  nomination  and 
designation  of  landmark  trees  (Explanatory  Document:  Legislative  Analyst  Report  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/item9OLAincentivesforlandmarktrees 
jxjf.) 

SPONSOR:  Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 
PRESENTER:  Grace  Ma,  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 

Member  Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  urged  the  Council  to  read  the  Legislative  Analyst  Report  as  a 
basis  for  discussion  at  the  next  Council  meeting  and  requested  that  this  item  be  heard 
together  with  Item  9,  the  Legislative  Analyst  Report  on  incentives.  This  item  was 
continued  to  the  January  26,  2007  meeting. 

1 1 .  DISCUSSION:  Explanation  of  the  process  once  a  Board  of  Supervisor  submits  a 
resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  the  nomination  of  a  tree  for  landmark  status  and  it  is 
assigned  to  committee  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors'  Rules  of  Order 
Rules  5.31 ,  5.32,  and  5.37  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiles/sfenvironmenyrneetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2006/iteml  1  BOSRules.PDF). 

SPONSOR:  Member  Carolyn  Blair 
PRESENTER:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  Member  Blair  had  requested  an  explanation 
of  the  process  of  a  Supervisor  submitting  to  the  Board  a  Resolution  of  Intent  initiating  the 
nomination  of  a  tree  for  landmark  status.  It  was  stated  that  the  Tree  Ordinance  does  not 
specifically  address  this  particular  issue  and  is  governed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
Rules  of  Order. 

For  example,  Supervisor  Dufty's  Resolution  of  Intent  to  initiate  the  nomination  of  a  live 
oak  tree  on  23rd  Street  on  October  31st.  When  does  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  have 
jurisdiction  over  the  tree?  The  Resolution  was  assigned  to  the  Neighborhood  Services 
Committee.  Once  the  Resolution  was  put  forth  to  the  Committee,  Rule  5.31  states  that 
the  Committee  has  jurisdiction  for  consideration  for  30  days  after  submittal.  After  that, 
four  or  more  Supervisors  may  at  a  subsequent  Board  meeting  call  the  measure  to  be 
presented  at  their  next  meeting.  Or  under  Rule  5.32,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  call 
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a  measure  from  Committee  so  the  Board  by  a  majority  rule  may  order  by  written  motion 
that  a  measure,  which  has  been  referred  to  Committee,  may  be  returned  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  its  next  meeting.  Potentially,  this  may  take  up  to  six  months  because 
under  Rule  5.37  if  a  measure  referred  to  Committee  has  not  been  heard  for  five 
consecutive  months,  then  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  note  on  the  pending  list  that 
unless  it  is  not  heard  by  the  following  month,  it  is  deemed  inactive  and  filed  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board.  The  Supervisor'  Resolution  of  Intent  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark 
status  once  approved  by  the  full  Board  would  be  sent  to  the  Mayor's  Office  for  signature. 
The  Mayor  has  ten  days  to  take  action  and  if  approved,  the  Resolution  is  then  sent  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  for  action. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  the  Resolution  of  Intent  starts  by  a  Supervisor  introducing  it  to  the 
Board  or  Committee.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  it  could  be  introduced  at 
Board  or  Committee.  Member  Blair  expressed  her  concern  with  the  status  of  Supervisor 
Ammiano's  landmarking  of  the  25th  Street  tree.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  Supervisor 
Ammiano  introduced  the  tree  nomination  at  one  of  the  Board's  legislative  meetings  and 
then  it  came  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  acted  on  the  nomination  and  is 
now  waiting  until  the  Land  Use  Committee  considers  it  and  then  it  would  go  to  the  full 
Board. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  there  is  a  timeframe  from  when  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  sends 
the  approval  of  a  tree  nomination  to  the  Supervisor's  office  and  the  time  from  when  a 
Supervisor  introduces  the  nomination  for  approval.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated 
that  the  Ordinance  does  not  address  this  issue  and  would  research  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Rules. 

Member  Marks  pointed  out  that  the  Nomination  Form  states  that  an  authorized 
nominator  is  a  Supervisor  when  in  fact  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  a  whole  has  to 
approve  whether  the  Council  will  consider  a  tree  for  landmark  status.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  the  person  filling  out  the  nomination  form  is  the  Supervisor 
sponsoring  the  nomination. 

Vice  Chair  Quirke  explained  that  an  individual  Board  of  Supervisors  member  can 
nominate  a  tree  and  the  full  Board  has  to  approve  the  landmark  status  of  the  tree,  not 
the  nomination  of  the  tree. 

12.  INFORMATION:  Staff  Report,  Grace  Ma.  Ms.  Ma  provided  updates  on  UFC 
administrative  and  programmatic  operations  relating  to  funding,  planning,  research, 
outreach,  and  related  activities. 

Ms.  Ma  stated  that  a  lot  of  her  time  has  been  spent  on  landmark  tree  nomination  work 
and  Ms.  Dhillon's  small  claims  issue.  In  addition,  Ms.  Ma  stated  that  she  is  working  on 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Fiscal  Year  Budget  for  2007-2008  and  possible  grant 
opportunities  to  support  the  Council's  activities  to  help  implement  the  Urban  Forest  Plan 
priorities.  It  was  stated  that  Member  Costello  would  be  holding  a  tree-pruning  workshop 
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on  December  13.  Member  Marks  recommended  press  coverage  of  the  Pruning 
Workshop. 

13.  COMMITTEE  REPORTS: 

•  Funding  Committee 

Chair 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  2,  2007  at  12:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  is  an  opportunity  being  explored  for  a  $500,000 
grant  proposal  and  recommended  adding  in  landmark  tree  incentives  into  a  grant 
proposal  as  one  of  the  Council's  activities.  It  was  stated  that  the  City 
Administrator's  Office  would  be  discussing  trees,  capital  improvements,  and  the 
budget  at  the  January  meeting. 

•  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Chair,  Paul  Sacamano 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  January  18,  2007  at  4:00  PM  at  1 1  Grove  Street. 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Chair  Sacamano  was  not  present  to  give  a  report. 
Member  Costello  stated  that  the  discussion  at  the  November  meeting  was  about 
the  Tree  Species  List. 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  for  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 
The  next  meeting  will  be  on  December  12,  2006  at  4:00  PM  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be  discussing  trees 
spanning  property  lines  at  a  future  meeting,  and  that  the  Committee  felt  thai 
disputes  over  construction  development  activities  should  not  be  part  of  the 
landmark  tree  hearings.  A  discussion  was  held  about  the  small  claims  issue  and 
Sunshine  Ordinance  public  information  guidelines. 

Chair  Milne  advised  that  DPW  has  submitted  a  landmark  tree  nomination  at  2026 
Rosemont  Place. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Committee  would  like  to  create  a  plan  for  public 
outreach  to  present  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

14.  CHAIR'S  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
There  were  no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

December  8,  2006  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  13 


15.  INFORMATION:  New  Business 

Ms.  Fish  read  a  statement  by  Member  Rodgers  requesting  that  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  send  an  informational  letter  to  the  Planning  Commission  requesting  that  property 
owners  submit  tree  protection  plans  with  their  building  applications  for  future  cases. 

16.  FUTURE  AGENDA  ITEMS.  (1)  Public  Outreach  Plan  (Member  Blair)— It  was  requested 
that  the  Council  send  out  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  all  City  departments,  and 
schools  asking  them  to  consider  nominating  their  best  landmark  quality  tree.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  discuss  a  plan  for  the  Council's  approval.  (2)  Tree 
Protection  Plan  (Rodgers) 

17.  PUBLIC  COMMENT:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that 
are  within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

18.  ADJOURNMENT.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  12:30  p.m. 

The  next  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  January  26,  2007, 
10:00  a.m.,  Room  400,  City  Hall. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Adopted:  January  26,  2007 


File  No.  R-2006-13-UFC  Resolution  No.  012-06-UFC 

December  8,  2006 

1  [San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List] 

2  Resolution  adopting  the  San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List. 

3 

4  WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  was 

5  developed  to  improve  coordination  of  urban  forest  through  the  following  actions:  (1)  to 

6  reconcile  the  recommended  street  tree  lists  of  the  two  major  tree  planting  organizations, 

7  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  (2)  to  increase  the 

8  diversity  of  the  urban  forest  by  considering  new  or  under  utilized  street  tree  species;  and 
(3)  to  serve  as  a  single  source  of  information  to  eventually  develop  materials  for  public 
education  regarding  street  tree  planting;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  is  a  collaborative  effort 
between  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  to  achieve  the  three  actions  listed  above;  and 
WHEREAS,  The  next  phase  will  be  to  continually  make  adjustments  to  the  Street 
Tree  Recommendations  List  based  on  performance  of  existing  species  listed  and 
evaluation  of  new  proposals  or  introductions  and  to  develop  a  reference  of  species 
characteristics  and  cultural  requirements  for  the  public;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  at 
their  November  16,  2006  meeting  approved  a  San  Francisco  Street  Tree 
Recommendations  List  for  adoption  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  their  December  8,  2006  meeting 
reviewed  and  adopted  the  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  dated  December  8,  2006 
that  is  attached  to  this  Resolution. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adopted  the  Street  Tree 

Recommendations  List  at  their  Regular  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006.  ^ 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary  JAIN  ■ 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Adopted  on  December  8.  2006 
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Resolution  No.  012-06-UFC 
December  8,  2006 


1  VOTE:  Adopted  (13-0)  (2  Absent) 

2  Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Milne,  Nervo,  Quirke, 

3  Rodgers,  Sacamano,  Sherk,  and  Sustarich 

4  Noes:  None 

5  Absent:  Council  Members  Boss  and  Habert 
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List  A=  Species 
that  perform  well 
in  many  locations 
in  SF 

Disclaimer:  Every  site  has  unique 
conditions.  A  lot  of  factors  go  intc 
choosing  a  tree.  This  list  is  only  a 
guideline,  not  to  be  used  without 
consultation.  Consult  a  tree 
professional  before  choosing  and 
planting  a  tree. 

List  B=  Species 
that  perform  well 
in  certain 
locations  with 
special 

circumstances,  as 
noted 

San  Francisco 
Street  Tree 
Recommendation! 
-  a  collaborative 
effort  between 
FUF,  BUF  and 
Larry  Costello, 
Fall  2006 

List  C=  Species 
that  need  further 
evaluation 

List 

Genus 

Species 

Cultivars/Recom 
mended  Varieties 

Common 
Name 

Comments 

Last 

Reviewed 

(Annual 

reviews 

recommende 

d) 

A 

Arbutus 

x  'Marina' 

Strawberry 
Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Callistemon 

citrinus 

Lemon 
Bortlebnish 

11/16/2006 

A 

Callistemon 

viminalis 

Weeping 
Bottlebrush 

11/16/2006 

A 

Cordyline 

austral  is 

Cabbage 
Palm 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Eriobotrya 

deflexa 

Bronze 
Loquat 

11/16/2006 

A 

Gingko 

biloba 

'Autumn  Gold', 
'Saratoga' 

Maidenhair 
Tree,  Gingko 

11/16/2006 

A 

Lagunaria 

patersonii 

Primrose 
Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Lophostemon 

confertus 

Brisbane  Box 

Formerly  Tristania  conferta 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Magnolia 

grandiflora 

'Sam  Sommers," 
'St.  Mary,' 
'Majestic 
Beauty,'  'Little 
Gem' 

Southern 
Magnoiia 

11/16,2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

linarifolia 

Flaxleaf 
paperbark 

11/16/2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

quinquenervia 

Cajeput  tree 

1  1  16/2006 

A 

Metrosideros 

excelsus 

New  Zealand 

Christmas 

Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Olea 

europaea 

European 
Olive 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pittosporum 

undulatum 

Victorian 
Box 

11/16  2006 

A 

Platanus 

x  acerifolia 

"Bloodgood,' 
'  Yarwood,' 

London 
Plane 

11/16/2006 

A 

Primus 

cerasifera 

Krauter  Vesuvius' 

Flowering 
Plum 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Primus 

serrulata 

Kwanzan' 

Flowering 
Cherry 

11/16  2006 

A 

Pyrus 

calleryana 

'Aristocrat'  or 
'Chanticleer' 

-lowering 
Pear 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Pyrus 

owakamii 

Evergreen 
3ear 

1 1  16  2006 
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A 

Tristania  conferta- 
see  Lophostemon 
confertus 

A 

Tristaniopsis 

launna 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

11/16/2006 

A 

Tristaniopsis 

laurina 

Elegant' 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

11/16/2006 

A 

Ulmus 

parvifolia 

Chinese  Elm 

11/16/2006 

A 

Washingtonia 

robusta 

Mexican  Fan 
Palm 

11/16/2006 

B 

Acacia 

baileyana 

Purpurea' 

Bailey's 
acacia 

fast  growing,  high  maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Acer 

buergeranuin 

Trident 
maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Acer 

rubrum 

Red  Maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Aesculus 

carnea 

Red 

Flowenng 

Horse 

chestnut 

gets  windburn  easily  in  summer 
even  in  protected  sites 

11/16/2006 

B 

Celtis 

sinensis 

Chinese 
Hackberry 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection, 
uneven  performer 

11/16/2006 

B 

Ceratonia 

siliqua 

Carob  tree 

needs  large  space,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Corymbia 

ficifolia 

Red 

Flowering 
Gum 

Formerly  Eucalyptus  ficifolia. 
needs  lots  of  sidewalk  space 

11/16/2006 

B 

Crataegus 

phaenopyrum 

Washington 
thorn 

subject  to  insect  pests,  has  thorns, 
possibly  susceptible  to  fire  blight 

11/16/2006 

B 

Crataegus 

laevigata 

Paul's  Scarlet' 

English 
hawthorn 

needs  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Cupaniopsis 

anacardioides 

Carrotwood 

uneven  performer,  needs  heat, 
wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 
ficifolia  -  see 
Corymbia  ficifolia 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

nicholii 

Nichol's 
Willow- 
Leafed 
Peppermint 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

polyanthemos 

Silver  dollar 
gum 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

11/16/2006 

B 

Geijera 

parvifolia 

Australian 
willow 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Gleditsia 

triacanthos 

Shademaster' 

Honev  locust 

fast  growing,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Hyinenosporum 

tlavum 

Sweetshade 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  good  drainage, 
does  well  when  protected  from 
wind 

1  1/16/2006 

B 

Jacaranda 

mimosifolia 

Jacaranda 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Koelreuteria 

paniculata 

Golden  Rain 
Tree 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Laurus 

nobilis 

Saratoga' 

Bay  Laurel 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  gets  pests 

11/16/2006 

B 

Leptospennum 

laevigatum 

Australian 
tea  tree 

roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for 
nany  years,  or  even  permanent 
netal  staking 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Liquidainbar 

styraciflua 

Sweet  gum 

needs  space  for  canopy  and  roots 

11/16/2006 

B 

l.inodendron 

tulipifera 

Tulip  tree 

ineven  performer,  gets  pests, 
prefers  heat  and  wind  protection 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Lyonothamnus 

tlonbLindus 
asplenifolius 

Catalina 
ronwood 

orders  heat,  wind  protection 

1  1/16/2006 

Oecemtw  8.  2006 


B 

Magnolia 

grandiflora 

Russet' 

Southern 
magnolia 

large  cultivar,  needs  space 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Maytenus 

boaria 

Mayten  Tree 

needs  space  for  roots,  produces 
many  suckers 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

encifolia 

Heath 
melaleuca 

roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for 
many  years 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

stypheloides 

Prickly  Tea 
Tree 

prickly  and  can  root  poorly 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Michelia 

doltsopa 

Sweet 
Michelia 

uneven  performer,  very  slow 
grower,  prefers  heat  and  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

dactylifera 

Date  Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and 
width 

11/16/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

canariensis 

Canary 
Island  Date 
Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and 
width 

11/16/2006 

B 

Pistacia 

chinensis 

Keith  Davey1 

Chinese 
pistache 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Pittosporum 

crassifolium 

Karo  Tree 

best  for  narrow  sidewalks  in  foggy 
and  windy  areas.  Can  leak  sap 
from  trunk. 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Podocarpus 

gracilior 

Fern  Pine 

gets  pests,  better  as  a  shrub 

11/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

agrifolia 

Coast  Live 
Oak 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

suber 

Cork  Oak 

needs  space,  good  for  medians 

11/16/2006 

B 

Rhus 

lancea 

African 
Sumac 

11/16/2006 

B 

Syagrus 

romanzoffianum 

Queen  Palm 

needs  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Tilia 

cordata 

Little-Leaf 
Linden 

needs  space,  may  sucker 

11/16/2006 

December  8,  2006 


c 

Acer 

x  freemanii 

Red  Maple 
hybrids 

11/16/2006 

c 

Brachychiton 

populneum 

Bottle  Tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

c 

Carpinus 

betulus 

Fastigiata' 

European 
Hornbeam 

11/16/2006 

c 

Chonsia 

speciosa 

Floss  silk 
tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

c 

Corylus 

coliirna 

Turkish  hazel 

11/16/2006 

c 

Elaeocarpus 

decipiens 

Japanese 
blueberry 
tree 

11/16/2006 

c 

Gingko 

biloba 

Princeton  Sentry' 

Gingko 

more  upright  form  with  smaller 
leaves 

11/16/2006 

c 

Magnolia 

soulangeana 

Rustica  Rubra' 

Saucer 
magnolia 

11/16/2006 

c 

Michelia 

champaca 

Champaca 

needs  wind  protection,  prefers 
heat,  clay  soil 

11/16/2006 

c 

Platanus 

x  acenfolia 

Columbia' 

London 
jjlane 

11/16/2006 

c 

Pittosporum 

rhombifoliiim 

Queensland 
Pittosporum 

11/16/2006 

c 

Pittosponim 

eugenioides 

Lemonwood 

11/16/2006 

c 

Quercus 

frainetto 

Forest  Green' 

Italian  Oak 

11/16/2006 

c 

Quercus 

phellos 

Willow  Oak 

11/16/2006 

c 

Schinus 

molle 

Brazilian 
pepper 

prefers  heat 

11/16/2006 

c 

Sorbus 

aucuparia  (or 
other  species) 

European 
Mountain 
Ash 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

parvifolia  x 
carpinifolia 

Frontier' 

Frontier  Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

wilsoniana 

Prospector' 

Prospector 
Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

japonica  x 
wilsoniana 

Accolade' 

Accolade 
Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Zelkova 

serrata 

Sawleaf 
zelkova 

needs  space,  warmth 

11/16/2006 

December  3,  2006 


A 

Tristania  confcrta* 
see  Lophostemon 
confertus 

Tn  cfaninrYCic 

1  1  l  jiiJIIIUUjI  J 

1  m  i  n  in 
I  villi  Ilia 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

1  1  / 10/  _l  IUo 

Tristaniopsis 

laurina 

Elegant 

Small  leaf 
Tristania 

i  i  1 1  aoooa 

Ulmus 

parvifolia 

Chinese  Elm 

1  1/1  f*l~>(\[\£. 

1  1  /  1  0.  _uuo 

A 

Within  trtrtnia 

W  ,  (S(  1  \  ]  I  ^  1  Ul  1  1  d 

rrthi  let*) 

Mexican  Fan 
Palm 

11/16/2006 

g 

Acacia 

baileyana 

Purpurea 

Bailey's 
acacta 

tast  growing,  high  maintenance 

1  1/1 0/-UUO 

g 

Acer 

buergeranum 

Trident 
maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

I  1/1  O/  .'J'  JO 

B 

Acer 

rubrum 

Red  Maple 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

o 

D 

Aesculus 

camea 

Ked 

Flowering 

Horse 

chestnut 

gets  windbum  easily  in  summer 
even  in  protected  sites 

1  1  /  1  o/_.uuo 

B 

Celtis 

sinensis 

Chinese 
Hackberry 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection, 
uneven  performer 

11/16/2006 

B 

Ceratoma 

siliqua 

Carob  tree 

needs  large  space,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

g 

Corymbia 

fici  folia 

Kea 

Flowering 
Gum 

Formerly  Eucalyptus  ficifolia. 
needs  lots  of  sidewalk  space 

1  1/10/ ZUL/O 

B 

Crataegus 

phaenopyrum 

Washington 
thorn 

subject  to  insect  pests,  has  thoms, 
possibly  susceptible  to  fire  blight 

11/16/2006 

B 

Crataegus 

laevigata 

Paul's  Scarlet' 

English 
hawthorn 

needs  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Cupaniopsis 

anacardioides 

Carrotwood 

uneven  performer,  needs  heat, 
wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 
ficifolia  -  see 

Prvn/mnio  fififv^lia 
\~  U 1  \  1 1 1  U 1  u  IlLIIOIId 

11/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

nichotii 

Nichol's 
Willow- 
Leafed 
Peppermint 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Eucalyptus 

polyanthemos 

Silver  dollar 
gum 

needs  space,  fast  growing,  high 
maintenance 

1  1/16/2006 

B 

Geijera 

parvifolia 

Australian 
willow 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/ 16. 2006 

Q 

Gleditsia 

triacanthos 

Shademaster' 

Honey  locust 

fast  growing,  prefers  heat,  wind 
protection 

1  I/IA/TIOA 
1  1 '  1  \lt  &Ww 

B 

Hymenosporum 

tlavum 

Sweetshade 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  good  drainage, 
does  well  when  protected  from 
wind 

1  1/|6'2006 

B 

Jacaranda 

mimosifolia 

Jacaranda 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

ICoelreuteria 

paniculata 

Golden  Rain 
Tree 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection 

1  1/16  2006 

B 

Laurus 

nobilis 

Saratoga' 

Say  Laurel 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
wind  protection,  gets  pests 

1  1  16  2006 

B 

Leptospermutn 

'aevigatum 

Australian 
:ca  tree 

"oots  poorly,  needs  staking  tor 
nany  years,  or  even  permanent 
netal  staking 

1 1  16. 2006 

B 

Li  qui  dam  bar 

styraciflua 

Sweet  gum 

needs  space  for  canopy  and  roots  | 

III  16  2006 

B 

Jriodendron 

ulipifera 

Tulip  tree 

uneven  performer,  gets  pests.  J 
prefers  heat  and  wind  protection 

1 1  1*  :ooh 

B 

-yonothamnus 

lonbundus 
jsplemfolius 

Catalina 
ronwood 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

ii  16  : ■ 

December  8.  2006 


List  A=  Species 
that  perform  well 
in  many  locations 
in  SF 

Disclaimer:  Every  site  has  unique 
conditions.  A  lot  of  factors  go  into 
choosing  a  tree.  This  list  is  only  a 
guideline,  not  to  be  used  without 
consultation.  Consult  a  tree 
professional  before  choosing  and 
planting  a  tree. 

List  B=  Species 

tint  ni^i"rV*\rm  waIi 
Uldl  pcllUllll  well 

in  certain 
locations  with 
special 

circumstances,  as 
noted 

San  Francisco 
Street  Tree 
Recommendation* 

effort  between 
FUF,  BUF  and 
Larry  Costello, 
Fall  2006 

List  C=  Species 
that  need  further 
evaluation 

List 

Genus 

Species 

Cultivars/Recom 
mended  Varieties 

Common 
Name 

Comments 

Last 

Reviewed 

(Annual 

reviews 

recommende 

d) 

A 

Arbutus 

x  'Marina' 

Strawberry 
Tree 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Callistemon 

citrinus 

Lemon 
Bottlebnish 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Call)  stemon 

v  iminahs 

Bottlebnish 

11/16/2006 

A 

Cordyhne 

australis 

Cabbage 
Palm 

11/16/2006 

A 

Enobotrya 

detlexa 

Loquat 

11/16/2006 

A 

Gingko 

biloba 

'Autumn  Gold', 
'Saratoga' 

Maidenhair 
Tree,  Gingko 

11/16/2006 

A 

Lagunaria 

patersonii 

Primrose 
Tree 

11/16/2006 

A 

Lophostemon 

confertus 

Brisbane  Box 

Formerly  Tnstania  conferta 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Magnolia 

grandiflora 

Sam  Sommers,' 
'St.  Mary,' 
'Majestic 
Beauty  '  Little 

Gem' 

Southern 
Magnolia 

11/16/2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

1  man  tolia 

Flaxleaf 
paperbark 

11/16/2006 

A 

Melaleuca 

qiiinquenervia 

Cajeput  tree 

1 1/16/2006 

/\ 

Metrosideros 

excelsus 

New  Zealand 
Christmas 

1 I/16P006 

A 

Olea 

europaea 

European 
Olive 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Pittospomm 

undulatum 

Victorian 
Box 

1 1/16/2006 

A 

Platan  us 

x  acenfolia 

'Bloodgood,' 
'Yarwood,' 

London 
Plane 

11/16/2006 

A 

Prunus 

cerasifera 

Krauter  Vesuvius' 

Flowering 
Plum 

11/16/2006 

A 

Prunus 

serrulata 

Kwanzan' 

Flowering 
Cherry 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pyms 

calleryana 

'Anstocrat'  or 
'Chanticleer' 

Flowering 
Pear 

11/16/2006 

A 

Pyrus 

kawakamii 

Evergreen 
Pear 

11/16/2006 

December  8,  2006 


Acer 

x  freemanii 

Red  Maple 
hybrids 

[1/1  o/^uuo 

c 

Brachychiton 

populneum 

Bottle  Tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

1 1/16/2006 

p 

Carpinus 

betulus 

Fasti  giata' 

European 
Hornbeam 

1  1  / 1  O/JUUO 

p 

Chorisia 

speciosa 

Floss  silk 
tree 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

111,  l~lf\f\L. 

Il/l  o/_UUn 

p 

Corylus 

columa 

Turkish  haze 

11/1  AonriA 

c 

Elaeocarpus 

decipiens 

Japanese 
blueberry 
tree 

11/16/2006 

c 

Gmgko 

biloba 

Princeton  Sentry' 

Gingko 

more  upright  form  with  smaller 
leaves 

11/16/2006 

c 

Magnolia 

soulangeana 

Rustics  Rubra' 

Saucer 
magnolia 

11/16/2006 

p 

Michelia 

champaca 

Champaca 

needs  wind  protection,  prefers 
heat,  clay  soil 

11/1  A/")  ft  A  A 

c 

—  

Platanus 

 TT  

x  acenfolia 

Columbia' 

London 
plane 

11/16/2006 

c 

Pittosporum 

rhombifolium 

Queensland 
Pittosporum 

11/16/2006 

P 

Pittosporum 

eugenioides 

Lemonwood 

1 1  /i  a/">piaa 

l  1  /  1  O/iUUO 

c 

Quercus 

frainetto 

Forest  Green' 

Italian  Oak 

1 1/16/2006 

L 

Quercus 

phellos 

Willrtti/  Plot- 

w  mow  vjQK 

l  ii  10/ zuuo 

Schinus 

molle 

Brazilian 
pepper 

prefers  heat 

1 1 /i (\nc\(\fs 

1  1  /  l  O/ZUUO 

c 

Sorbus 

aucuparia  (or 
other  species) 

European 
Mountain 
Ash 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

parvifolia  x 
carpinifolia 

Frontier' 

Frontier  Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

wilsoniana 

Prospector' 

Prospector 
Elm 

11/16/2006 

c 

Ulmus 

japonica  x 
wilsoniana 

Accolade' 

Accolade 
Elm 

1 1/16/2006 

c 

Zelkova 

serrata 

Sawleaf 
zelkova 

needs  space,  warmth 

1 1/16/2006 

December  8.  2006 


B 

Magnolia 

grandiflora 

Russet' 

Southern 
magnolia 

large  cultivar,  needs  space 

11/16/2006 

B 

Maytenus 

boaria 

Mavten  Tree 

needs  space  for  roots,  produces 
many  suckers 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

ericifolia 

Heath 
melaleuca 

roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for 
many  years 

11/16/2006 

B 

Melaleuca 

stypheloides 

Prickly  Tea 
Tree 

prickly  and  can  root  poorly 

11/16/2006 

B 

Miclielia 

doltsopa 

Sweet 
Micheha 

uneven  performer,  very  slow 
grower,  prefers  heat  and  wind 
protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

dactylifera 

Date  Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and 
width 

11/16/2006 

B 

Phoenix 

canariensis 

Canary 
Island  Date 
Palm 

needs  space  due  to  height  and 
width 

11/16/2006 

B 

Pistacia 

chinensis 

Keith  Davey' 

Chinese 
pistache 

prefers  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Pittosporum 

crassifoiiiun 

Karo  Tree 

best  for  narrow  sidewalks  in  foggy 
and  windy  areas.  Can  leak  sap 
from  trunk. 

11/16/2006 

B 

Podocarpus 

gracilior 

Fern  Pine 

gets  pests,  better  as  a  shrub 

11/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

agrifolia 

Coast  Live 
Oak 

uneven  performer,  prefers  heat, 
windjjrotection,  good  drainage 

11/16/2006 

B 

Quercus 

suber 

Cork  Oak 

needs  space,  good  for  medians 

1 1/16/2006 

B 

Rhus 

lancea 

African 
Sumac 

11/16/2006 

B 

Syagrus 

romanzoffianum 

Queen  Palm 

needs  heat,  wind  protection 

11/16/2006 

B 

Tilia 

cordata 

Little-Leaf 
Linden 

needs  space,  may  sucker 

11/16/2006 

FILE  NO.  2006-1 2-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO.  011-06-UFC 
December  8,  2006 


1      [Amendment  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  to  amend  Article  VIII  - 

4  Committees,  Section  4-Standing  Committees  to  change  the  Funding  Committee 

5  meeting  day  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  bi-monthly  to  the  first  Tuesday  bi-monthly. 

6  WHEREAS,  The  Council  wishes  to  revise  its  Bylaws  to  change  the  Funding  Committee 

7  meeting  day  from  the  fourth  Tuesday  bi-monthly  to  the  first  Tuesday  bi-monthly  of  the  odd 

8  numbered  months;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

9  RESOLVED,  the  Bylaws  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

10  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

11  ARTICLE  VIII -COMMITTEES  DEC  1  5  2006 
'2  Section  4:  Standing  Committees                                                  san  francisco 

jo  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1^  The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Policy,  (2) 

ig  Funding,  and  (3)  Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning 

lg  and  Policy  Committee  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm, 

1 7  except  in  the  case  of  a  City- recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the 

g  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 

g  conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Funding  Committee  shall 

,q  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  Foufth-First  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and 

,^  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall 

2  be  held  on  the  Third  following  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor 

2  conference  room  located  at  11  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree 

4  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in 

5  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF  Environment's  website. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Page  1 

December  8.  2006 


1  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Regular 

2  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006. 
3 


4   />rfj<ni,*.<dijs> 


8 


5  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
6 

7      VOTE:  (13-0)  (2  Absent) 


Ayes:  Council  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Costello,  Griswold,  Quirke,  Marks,  Miller,  Milne, 


g  Nervo,  Rodgers,  Sacamano,  Sherk  and  Sustarich 
10      Noes:  None 

1  -J      Absent:  Council  Members  Boss  and  Habert 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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San  Francisco  urban  forestry  council 


BYLAWS 

Article  I  -  Identification 
Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 
Article  III  -  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Article  IV  -  Officers 
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Bylaws  Adopted  on  December  8,  2006 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
BYLAWS 


Article  I  -  Identification 

Section  1:  Name 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  2:  Compliance  with  Applicable  Laws 

The  Council  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Ralph 
M.  Brown  Act  (Cal.  Government  Code  Section  54950  et  seq.)  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67. 1  et  seq.)  in  publishing  notices, 
agendas,  and  minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions.  Where  publication  or  posting 
on  a  website  is  required,  the  Council  shall  use  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  website. 

Article  II  -  Creation  and  Mission 

Section  1 :  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  stewardship  of 
San  Francisco's  trees  by  promoting  a  healthy  and  sustainable  urban  forest  that  benefits  all  San 
Franciscans  while  ensuring  public  health  and  safety  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter 
12  Sec.  1200(b)).  The  Council  will  carry  out  the  duties  specified  in  the  ordinance  so  as  to  protect 
the  community  interest  and  ensure  that  San  Francisco  realizes  the  full  range  of  tree  benefits  into 
the  future  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1200(a)). 

Article  III  -  Urban  Forestry  Council 

Section  1:  Number 

The  Council  membership  consists  of  fifteen  representatives  from  local,  state  and  federal 
agencies,  non-governmental  organizations,  technical  experts  and  the  public.  City  Department 
Heads,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  appoint  council  members  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(a)). 

Section  2:  Term  of  Appointment 

Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if  re- 
appointed by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  by  ordinance.  The  body 


1 


that  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(b)). 

Section  3 :  Compensation 

Council  members  shall  serve  without  compensation  (San  Francisco  Environment  Code 
Chapter  12  Sec.  1202(g)). 

Section  4:  Purpose  and  Responsibilities 

(1)  Develop,  adopt,  and  update  a  long-term  comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  that  assists  with 
the  formulation  of  legislation  and  policy  for  the  management  of  the  City's  public  and  private 
trees. 

The  plan  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

a)  An  inventory  of  physical  resources  and  existing  programs. 

b)  The  results  of  an  assessment  of  the  general  public  and  San  Francisco  decision  makers  that 
reflects  opinions  on  the  state  and  future  of  the  urban  forest. 

c)  A  benefit/cost  analysis. 

d)  Recommendations  for  future  policy,  operational  and  legislative  actions. 

e)  Best  Management  Practices 

(2)  Facilitate  coordination  among  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities. 

a)  Advise  the  Mayor,  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban 
forest  concerns. 

.  b)  Review  project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements 
and  changes  to  the  public  right-of-way  as  they  may  impact  trees.  Based  on  its  review,  the 
Council  shall  make  recommendations  regarding  these  projects  to  the  Planning  Department 
and  other  affected  agencies. 

c)  Notify  and  involve  public  agencies  when  issues  relate  to  trees  on  lands  under  their 
jurisdiction. 

d)  Advise  agencies  with  tree  management  responsibilities  in  their  efforts  to  incorporate  and 
follow  the  Urban  Forestry  plan  guidelines,  best  management  practices,  and  other  Council 
recommendations  and  policies. 

e)  Facilitate  the  cooperative  interaction  of  tree-related  activities  among  various  City,  State, 
and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  among  businesses,  public  utilities,  non-profit  organizations, 
and  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 

a)  Prepare  or  facilitate  the  plans  and  reports  as  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Ordinance. 

i)  The  Council  shall  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  September  1st  of 
each  year  regarding  the  state  of  the  urban  forest. 
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ii)  City  agencies  and  any  non-profit  organizations  that  accept  city  funding  shall  report  to 
the  Council  no  later  than  June  30  of  each  year.  Other  public  entities  also  are  urged  to 
submit  reports  to  the  Council  regarding  the  trees  that  they  manage. 

(4)  Ensure  adherence  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Policies,  Guidelines  or  Standards. 

a)  City  agencies  that  do  not  adhere  to  the  policies,  guidelines,  or  standards  outlined  in  the 
Urban  Forestry  Plan  or  best  management  practices  shall  explain  their  reasoning  at  a  public 
hearing  before  the  Council. 

b)  Enforce  procedures  to  address  the  Council  in  the  public  hearing  process. 

(5)  Foster  Public  Education  and  Outreach 

a)  Encourage  early  and  continuous  public  participation  in  urban  forest  projects  and  programs 
that  includes  consideration  of  neighborhood  interests. 

b)  Provide  at  designated  Council  meetings  for  a  regular  forum  that  follows  an  agenda  of 
scheduled  topics  for  public  discussion  of  urban  forest  issues. 

c)  Serve  as  a  clearinghouse  for  information  related  to  the  urban  forest  through  the  Department 
of  the  Environment. 

(6)  Develop  and  Promote  Best  Management  Practices 

a)  Develop  and  adopt  tree  planting  and  maintenance  standards. 

b)  Establish  criteria  for  a  landmark/heritage  tree  program  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
valuable  trees  on  public  and  private  property.  The  program  shall  propose  administrative 
procedures  and  a  tree  removal  appeal  process  for  landmark/heritage  trees. 

c)  Adopt  guidelines  for  protecting  trees  during  project  design  and  construction. 

(7)  Funding  Assessment 

a)  Identify  funding  and  staffing  needs  and  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs. 

b)  Help  secure  and  encourage  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs. 

c)  Develop  and  adopt  a  city-wide  budget  for  the  health  and  well-being  of  San  Francisco's 
urban  forest. 


Section  5:  Excused  Absences 


If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused  absence.  If  the 
Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note  that  the  absence  is 
unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is  critical  to  the  Council's 
ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three  (3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council 
or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year,  whether  those  absences  are  excused  or 
unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the  Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority 
to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a  replacement  member. 
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Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 


Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 


Article  IV  -  Officers 

Section  1:  Officers 

The  officers  of  the  Council  are  a  Chair  and  Vice-Chair.  The  Chair  and  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Council. 

Section  2:  Term  of  Office 

The  term  of  each  office  shall  be  one  year. 

Section  3:  Nomination  and  Election  of  Officers 

A.  Elections  for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each 
year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in 
running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific 
office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

B.  If  the  office  of  the  Chair  is  vacated  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  the  Vice-Chair  shall 
serve  as  Chair  until  the  next  regular  meeting.  The  Council  shall  conduct  an  election  for  Chair  at 
the  next  regular  meeting  to  fill  the  vacancy.  If  the  Vice-Chair  is  elected  as  Chair,  there  shall  be 
an  election  for  a  new  Vice-Chair  at  that  meeting.  If  the  office  of  Vice-Chair  is  vacated  before  the 
expiration  of  a  term,  it  shall  remain  vacant  until  the  next  regular  meeting,  at  which  time  an 
election  shall  be  held.  Any  Council  members  nominated  at  a  meeting  at  which  a  special  election 
is  held  shall  be  candidates  for  office. 

Section  4:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Chair 

The  Chair  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Chair,  working  with  the 
Council  staff,  shall  oversee  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the  agenda  for  all  Council 
meetings.  The  Chair  shall  be  accountable  to  the  Council  as  a  whole  in  setting  policy  and  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the  Council.  The  Chair  (and/or  his/her 
designee)  shall  serve  as  the  liaison  to  the  media  and  the  other  departments,  agencies  and 
commissions  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  necessary. 

Section  5:  General  Duties  and  Responsibilities  of  the  Vice-Chair 

The  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  and  responsibilities  that  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Chair.  In  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chair,  the  Vice-Chair  shall  perform  the  duties  as 
described  above,  in  Section  4  of  this  article. 
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Article  V  -  Council  Staff 


Section  1 :  Council  Coordinator 

A  coordinator  from  the  Department  of  the  Environment  who  is  hired  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  shall  staff  the  Council.  The  Coordinator  shall  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Council.  The  Coordinator's  responsibilities  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Fundraising; 

(2)  Developing  and  drafting  guidelines  for  adoption; 

(3)  Preparing  staff  and  annual  reports; 

(4)  Coordinating  with  other  agencies;  and 

(5)  Compiling  information  from  local  governmental  agencies  to  track  their  budgets,  and  to 
develop  an  annual  city-wide  tree  management  budget  for  reporting  purposes  (San  Francisco 
Environment  Code  Chapter  12  Sec.  1208(a)). 

Section  2:  Council  Secretary 

The  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  include  a  Council  Secretary,  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  The  Council  Secretary  shall 
attend  all  meetings  of  the  Council.  Under  the  supervision  of  the  Chair,  the  Council  Secretary  is 
responsible  for  the  proper  recording  and  distribution  of  all  Council  actions,  correspondence,  and 
agendas,  and  ensuring  that  the  Council  meetings  are  properly  publicly  noticed  and  held  at 
locations  which  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities. 

Section  3:  Legal  Advisor 

The  City  Attorney,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  be  the  legal  advisor  to  the  Council.  If  the 
City  Attorney  determines  in  writing  that  he  or  she  cannot,  consistent  with  the  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct,  provide  advice  sought  by  the  Council,  the  City  Attorney  may  recommend 
that  the  Council  retain  outside  counsel. 


Article  VI  -  Meetings 

Section  1:  Quorum 

At  all  meetings  of  the  Council,  the  presence  of  a  majority  of  membership  shall  constitute 
a  quorum.  The  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  shall  be  required  for  the  approval  of 
any  matter.  Therefore,  based  on  the  original  membership  of  fifteen,  eight  members  constitute  a 
quorum.  Likewise,  eight  affirmative  votes  are  required  for  the  approval  of  any  matter. 

Section  2:  Public  Participation 

The  Council  shall  hold  meetings  open  to  the  public  and  encourage  the  participation  of  interested 
persons.  Each  person  wishing  to  speak  on  an  item  before  the  Council  shall  be  permitted  to  be  heard. 
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The  total  time  for  public  comments  may  be  limited  by  the  Chair  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance.  Each  agenda  for  meetings  shall  provide  an  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  directly  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  to  the  public  that  are  within  the  Council's 
jurisdiction.  The  Public  Comment  opportunity  shall  appear  on  the  agenda  after  "New  Business";  except 
that,  at  the  Chair's  discretion,  the  Public  Comment  can  be  heard  earlier  in  the  agenda. 

Section  3:  Meeting  Minutes 

Minutes  shall  be  taken  at  every  regular  and  special  Council  meeting  and  shall  be 
approved  by  the  majority  vote  of  the  Council. 

Section  4:  Records  Retention 

The  Council  shall  utilize  the  Department  of  Environment's  record  retention  and 
destruction  policy. 

Section  5:  Meetings 

Regular  meetings  shall  be  held  monthly  on  the  fourth  Friday  of  January,  March,  May,  July, 
September  and  the  second  Friday  in  December  at  10:00  a.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  400  and  on  the  4th 
Tuesday  in  February,  April,  June,  August,  and  October  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416  beginning  in 
February  2006.  No  regular  meeting  shall  be  scheduled  for  November.  This  information  shall  be  posted 
on  the  Department  of  Environment's  website. 

Section  6:  Notice  of  Meetings 

Notices  and  agendas  of  all  regular  and  special  Council  and  committee  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library  and  mailed  to  each  Council  member  and  any  person 
who  files  a  written  request  for  such  notice  with  the  Council.  Notice  of  regular  meetings  shall  be 
posted  at  least  72  hours  before  the  meeting.  Notice  of  special  meetings  shall  be  posted  at  least  24 
hours  before  the  meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  special  meeting  held  at  a  location  other  than  the 
regular  Council  meeting  place,  15  days  notice  shall  be  provided. 

Section  7:  Closed  Sessions 

The  Council  is  authorized  to  hold  closed  (non-public)  sessions  at  regular  and  special 
meetings  as  provided  by  law. 

Section  8:  Special  Meetings 

The  Chair  of  the  Council  may  call  special  meetings  to  address  specific  matters.  Such 
special  meetings  shall  be  properly  noticed  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  ordinances. 
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Article  VII  -  Voting 


Section  1 :  Voting  and  Abstention 

Each  member  present  at  a  Council  or  committee  meeting  shall  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  when  a 
question  is  put,  unless  excused  from  voting  by  a  motion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  members  present, 
or  unless  the  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest  which  legally  precludes  participation  in  the  vote. 
Whether  a  Council  member  has  a  conflict  of  interest,  which  precludes  participation  in  a  vote,  is 
determined  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  in  consultation  with  a  legal  advisor  from 
the  City  Attorney's  office. 

Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  1 :  Membership  of  Committees 

The  Council  and/or  the  Chair,  at  his  or  her  discretion,  may  establish  committees  to 
perform  tasks  or  functions  as  necessary.  The  Chair  will  appoint  committee  members  and 
committee  chairpersons  for  a  specified  period  of  time. 

Section  2:  Committee  Meetings 

Committees  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  laws  in  publishing  notices,  agendas,  and 
minutes  and  carrying  out  its  operations  and  functions. 

Section  3:  Committee  Quorum 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  a  committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  three  standing  committees;  (1 )  Planning  and  Policy;  (2)  Funding,  and  (3) 
Landmark  Tree.  Each  committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall 
meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4  pm  to  5:30  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized 
holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held  on  the  following  Wednesday  of  that  month,  in  the  Department  of 
the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at  1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The 
Funding  Committee  shall  meet  bi-monthly  on  the  First  Tuesday  of  January,  March,  May,  July,  September 
and  November  at  12  pm,  except  in  the  case  of  a  City-recognized  holiday,  when  the  meeting  shall  be  held 
on  the  Third  Tuesday  in  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  ground  floor  conference  room  located  at 
1 1  Grove  Street  in  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday 
at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 
Environment's  website. 

Section  5:  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 

The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
project  plans  for  major  publicly  sponsored  developments  and  civic  improvements  and  changes  of 
the  public  right  of  way  as  they  impact  trees.  The  Committee  shall  examine  and  make  policy 
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recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  other  urban  forest  and  tree  issues.  It  will  make 
recommendations  to  the  Council  regarding  facilitating  an  assessment  (inventory)  of  the  current 
condition  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  navigating  and  overseeing  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  Urban  Forestry  Plan  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Moreover,  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  outline  and  draft  an  overall  plan  for  the  health  and  well 
being  of  San  Francisco's  urban  forest  within  one  year  of  the  committee's  creation,  for  approval 
and  adoption  by  the  full  Council.  The  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  review  the  Urban 
Forestry  Plan  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter  and  will  make  recommendations  for  any  changes  to 
the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  6:  The  Funding  Committee 

The  Funding  Committee  shall  make  recommendations  to  the  Council  on  funding 
opportunities  and  staffing  needs,  on  opportunities  for  urban  forest  programs  and  on  securing  and 
encouraging  commitment  of  adequate  resources  for  tree  programs.  The  committee  will  also 
review  urban  forestry  program  budget  priorities  and  make  recommendations  about  Urban 
Forestry  funding  requirements  to  the  full  Council;  investigate  and  pursue  funding  options  for 
various  urban  forestry  activities;  and  determine  whether  there  are  opportunities  to  improve 
efficiency  and  eliminate  possible  redundancies  among  managing  agencies  through  citywide 
coordination  of  tree  operations.  Moreover,  the  Funding  Committee  will  develop  a  citywide 
budget  for  the  health  and  well  being  of  San  Francisco's  Urban  Forest  within  six  months  of  the 
committee's  creation,  for  approval  and  adoption  by  the  Full  Council.  The  Funding  Committee 
will  review  the  Urban  Forest  Budget  on  an  annual  basis  thereafter,  and  will  make 
recommendations  for  any  changes  to  the  full  Council  for  adoption. 

Section  7:  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  make  preliminary  recommendations  to  the  Council  on 
nominated  trees  proposed  for  landmark  status.  The  Committee  shall  conduct  individual  site  visits, 
complete  evaluation  forms  to  review  at  regular  monthly  meetings  as  nominations  are  received,  and  vote 
on  landmark  tree  nominations  to  present  to  the  full  Council  for  their  consideration  and  adoption.  It  will 
prepare  a  written  summary  of  the  evaluation  forms  and  include  individual  evaluation  forms  to  present  to 
the  full  Council  for  rev  iew.  The  Chair  of  the  Committee  shall  verbally  report  on  the  written  summary  at 
Council  meetings. 

Article  IX  -  Parliamentary  Procedures 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  of  the  Council  or  the  committee  Chair,  and  except  where  the 
Charter  or  other  rules  provide  to  the  contrary,  meetings  shall  be  governed  by  Robert's  Rules  of  Order. 

Article  X  -  Codes  of  Ethics 

In  accepting  the  Oath  of  Office,  Council  members  shall  maintain  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  They  shall  support  the  mission,  goals  and  objectives  of  the  San 
Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council;  instill  in  the  public  a  sense  of  confidence  about  the  Councils"  conduct 
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and  intentions;  uphold  all  laws  and  regulations;  refrain  from  using  their  official  positions  to  secure 
special  advantage  or  benefit  for  themselves  or  others. 

In  order  to  set  the  highest  standards  of  conduct,  and  in  order  to  assure  public  confidence 
in  the  Council's  operations,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  commits  itself  to: 

*  Encouraging  and  promoting  integrity  in  government  by  education  and  example; 

*  Being  accountable  for  its  rules  of  procedure  and  decisions,  and  promoting  accountability 
of  all  members  of  the  Council  and  Department  staff; 

*  Treating  all  Department  staff,  members  of  the  public,  and  colleagues  with  courtesy, 
respect,  objectivity,  and  fairness; 

*  Conducting  all  Council  business  in  a  timely  manner  and  in  public  meetings,  with  full 
disclosure  of  policies,  procedures,  and  decision-making  processes,  except  for  those  matters 
authorized  under  the  Brown  Act  and  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  to  be  considered  in 
closed  session;  and 

*  Reviewing  its  actions,  recommendations,  and  procedures  periodically  to  determine 
whether  the  Council  has  adhered  to  its  Code  of  Ethics  and  mission  in  all  respects. 

Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws 

These  bylaws  shall  be  reviewed  as  necessary  and  may  be  amended  at  any  meeting  of  the 
Council  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Council,  provided  such  proposed  amendments  are  circulated  in 
writing  to  all  Council  members  and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such 
meeting. 
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